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IRAQI OFFICIAL DISCUSSES MILITARY COOPERATION 





AU121300 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 12 Mar 81 pp 1-2 


[Georg Possanner report on “exclusive interview” with Iraqi Deputy Prime Minister Tariq 
"Aziz in Vienna--date not given) 


[Text] Vienna--After other Arab countires, Iraq is now also displaying interest in 
Austrian arms production. "Naturally we are interested in military cooperation with 
Austria, because we need arms; not because of the war at this time, but rather because 
Iraq must increase its military strength, and we are seeking to diversify our arms 
sources." This was stated by Iraqi Deputy Prime Minister Tariq ‘Aziz in an exclusive 
interview with DIE PRESSE. "One or two supply sources are not enough, we also want to 
cooperate with other countries,” ‘Aziz says, indicating interest in Austrian offers. 


The high-ranking Iraqi politician is at present paying a several-day unofficial visit 

to Austria. As a “personal emissary of President Saddam Husayn", he is to elucidate to 
Chancellor Kreisky the Iraqi position in the current conflict with Iran, and at the same 
time to sound out possibilities for expanding bilateral relations, especially in the 
economic sector. 


"If there are opportunities--now or in future--to cooperate with Austria in the military 
sector, then we will gladly do it," Tariq ‘Aziz declared. We stressed that in the frame- 
work of its comprehensive economic plans Baghdad sees manifold chances for Austrian 
enterprises, an issue that he intends to discuss during his second meeting with Chancellor 
Kreisky on Thursday. 


Asked whether Baghdad's oil supplies to Austria would be affected by the Iraqi-Iranian 
conflict, Tariq "Aziz declared that "thanks to the aid of our brothers and friends in 
the region,” the delivery commitments would continue to be fulfilled in the future. 


Commenting on reports that Iraq was advocating a transfer of the UN headquarters from 

New York to Vienna, the deputy prime minister recalled that his country had made a proposal 
to this effect vears ago because the security of members of the Arab missions in New York 
was threatened by “Zionist gangs." He added that although Baghdad was not actively 
pursuing this idea further at present, it would vote for this should such a transfer 

be proposed. 


Asked why Iraq, since the overthrow of the shah the strongest military power in the Gulf 
region, still had not won the war against Iran, Tariq ‘Aziz said: "We have won a great 
victory in the past 6 months. We never wanted to totally destroy Iran or eliminate its 
fighting strength. Our objective was to ward off Iranian aggression, and we have attained 
that objective.” 


‘Aziz said that he had not come to Vivnna to ask Chancellor Kreisky for his good offices 
as a mediator in the conflict with Iran. The Baghdad government knows that Kreisky, 
as a “prominent and experienced statesman,” supports the work of the existing mediation 
commissions (Olof Palme for the United Nations and the Islamic Conference--DIE PRESSE) 


Tariq ‘Aziz harshly criticized the plans of the Reagan administration to build up a 
military presence in the Middle East and the Gulf: “The United States has no business 
here, no one has a right to interfere here.” Moreover, the Iraqi deputy prime minister 
drew attention to Baghdad's criticism of the Soviet invasion in Afghanistan, but depicted 
arms aid for the freedom fighters as envisaged by Reagan as “interference.” 


Asked about the political situation in the Arab world, ‘Aziz prophesied for the Svrian 
regime “the fate of the shah" and called Libya “a little Iran." 
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SCHMIDT HOPES FOR “CLOSE, CONSTRUCTIVE’ U.S. TIES 





LD121118 Hamburg DPA in German 1027 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Text] Bonn, 12 Mar (DPA)--Chancellor Helmut Schmidt underlined the hope that close and 

constructive cooperation will develop with President Ronald Reagan's new American admin- 

istration. At a dinner on Wednesday evening for former U.S. President Gerald Ford, with 

whom Schmidt said he had particularly close ties, Schmidt said that the Western al'iance 

will newer be able to dispense with the friendship between Americans and Europeans. The 

chancellor pointed to the difficulties in coping with the present world economic problems 
and emphasized the U.S. role as the leading economic power. He expressed the hopes that 

the special problem of the American policy of high interest rates will not prove to be 

a lasting burden for European governments. 


According to the Federal Press Office, former President Ford said that of all the states- 
men he got to know during his period of office, he rates no one higher than Schmidt. The 
preservation and further deepening of German-American relations will not only work to the 
advantage of the two states but will also be of exceptional importance for the interna- 
tional situation. 


Ford, who is on a private visit to Bonn, which was agreed to by President Reagan, brought 
the chancellor a personal message from the new President. The press office did not give 
details of the message. Schmidt is going to Washington on 20 May for talks with Reagan. 


FOREIGN MINISTER INTERVIEWED ON WASHINGTON TALKS 





DW121035 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German to East and West Germany 0549 GNT 
i. Mar 8} 


[Reporter Riese interview with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher in Washington; 
date not given--recorded!] 


[Text! [Question] At a press conference here in Washington, together with your collea- 
gue Haig, vou created the impression--which was a bit surprising for the public--that 
the new administration and the Federal Government agreed on all points discussed. Prior 
to breakfast, it sounded somewhat different. What was the nature of the change or was 
there no change at all? 


[Answer] I think ome must bear in mind that coordinated, joint information was given to 
the press when the talks were concluded. That is perfectly natural. This joint informa- 
tion describes the talks and their contents. It shows that we have, indeed, achieved 
agreement in assessing important irternational problems. It turned out to be advantageous 
that the new American administration is forming its opinion ‘n talks with its European 
partners. The secretary of state said yesterday at a press conference that the Federal 
Republic of Germany is considered not only a cornerstone of the alliance, but also of 
world peace. That attributes special significance to the advice and opinion we are 
giving here. 


[Question] Let's look at part of this opinion-shaping process: We read this morning in 
various U.S. papers that the U.S. President would benevolently examine, if requested, 
suppiving arms to the Afghan resistances fighters. Is this not more than surprising, if 
one compares it with your positions on policy toward the Third World? 


[Answer] I believe that if this case materializes, the U.S. Government would consult its 
partners on this issue. Since no such requests have been made, there is no reason to 
discuss this. I consider it important that the joint statements express the fact that 
the U.S. Government, just like we do, attributes equal significance to NATO's 1979 dual 
decision--to the decision to counterarm, as well as to the offer to negotiate. 








ty 
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Both governments believe that the discussion group on disarmament should get together 

as early as possible and that negotiations on medium-range missiles must be continued. 
We were pleased to see prior to the visit that the Americans agreed to the French 
suggestion to hold a European conference on disarmament and confidence-building measures. 
This indicates that they are interested here in the continuation of East-West negotiations. 
These are the things we register with satisfaction, we as Germans and as Europeans. 


[Question] I think this sounds very fine. May I go into detail as follows: When one 
hears that the new U.S. administration plans further increases in military aid for Ei 
Salvador, when one hears that the new administration creates hopes--to put it very 
cazefully--for the South African Covernment that there will be no pressure exerted be- 
cause of Namibia, does this not indicate that further detailed discussions of this policy 
might bring up some controversies? 


[Answer] I would not use the term controversies, but it is naturally clear that we as 
well as the others of the European Community must develop joint assessments of everv 
individual issue. Regarding El Salvador, one must certainly not underrate the fact that 
the U.S. Government, just as we do, supports a political solution in El Salvador. The 
special significance of implementine reforms, of holding elections and of bringing about 
social justice has been pointed out. It always has been German opinion that these 
problems are the main reasons for the conflict. 


Regarding Namibia, a peaceful solution of the problem is favored. It was said very 
frankly in the joint statement that the U.S. Government is still forming an opinion on 
this matter. 


I am certain that my statements here have made an impression with regard to the Namibian 
problem, even more so because the French foreign minister, the British Government chief, 
the British foreign minister and the Italian foreign minister have made statements in 
Washington to the same effect. 


[Question] The so-called dual decision, NATO's decision to counterarm and the implementa- 
tion of that decision play a special role for you with regard to German domestic policy. 
You have pointed out that the special consulting group, which is supposed to coordinate 
these negotiations in the alliance, will probably be convoked in the near future. Is that 
maybe something like postponing the actual decision? Nothing is known about dates when 
negotiations should take place with the Soviet Union. 


[Answer] That the U.S. Government says, just as we do, that it wants to continue these 
negotiations indicates that European fears were unfounded that the Americans probably 
wanted to delay the negotiations. That no headway has been made with regard to these 
negotiations is not the fault of the American side. it was due to the fact that the 
Soviet Union did not react to our negotiating offer from the NATO decision in December 
up to the 1980 visit of the chancellor and myself. I am convinced that the talks opened 
last fall will be contiqued very soon. 


Maybe I ought to mention another important point which played a role in another field of 
our talks, namely, the North-South dialogue, the problem of economic ccoperation between 
industrial states and the states of the Third World. I have reported here on the pre- 
paratory session for the summit meeting to take place in Mexico at the end of this week. 
I will take part, together with the French foreign minister in preparations for West 
Europe. We have stated here in Washington our greatest interest that the U.S. Government 
ought to be represented at this summit meeting. I say frankly that I am hopeful and 
confident also with regard to this problem. 


SCHMIDT, GENSCHER, THORN DISCUSS EUROPEAN ISSUES 





LD121800 Hamburg DPA in German 1702 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Text] Bonn, 12 Mar (DPA)--Gaston Thorn, the new president of the EEC Commission in 
Brussels, today paid an inaugural visit to Bonn. Thorn met Chancellor Schmidt and Foreign 
Minister Genscher for an exchange of views lasting several hours on current questions 
concerning the European Community. 
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At the same time, the talks dealt with the preparations for the next EEC summit at 
Maastrict. 


Their main subject was the profound effect of the worsening world economic situation on 
the European Community and its member states. Schmidt stressed that it was necessary for 
the EEC states and the other major Western industrial states to coordinate their economic 
policies. The Commission has a central role in the joint decisionmaking processes and 

in solving the structural problems of the Community. 


Federal Foreign Minister Genscher paid tribute to Gaston Thorn as a convinced and com 
mitted European in whose work as pres.ccac of the Commission he places great hopes. The 
Commission has an active role in the European decisionmaking process. Thorn and Genscher 
also discussed German ideas on a European union. 


Genscher also briefed Thorn on his talks in Washington. At a press conference, Thorn, 

who has now visited six European capitals, also dealt with the abortive EEC fishery talks 
for which a solution is being sought, especially by Bonn. Genscher made it clear to his 
guest that the Federal Republic expects the other partners in the Community to show under- 
standing toward the solution of this “relatively minor problem.” Thorn said that it is 
not the case that nothing has happened during the last round of talks in Brussels. The 
various possibilities have been more closely defined. He said he is convinced that the 
various positions are not so far apart as to make agreement impossible. 


Thorn also said he is hopeful that the preparations for Spain's admission to the Community 
will be successful. He said he assumes that the negotiations will have reached a stage 
in 1982 to make it possible for Spain to join in 1984. Spain itself attaches great im 
portance to its EEC membership. The EEC countries must be aware of the great responsi- 
bility they would assume by reacting negatively to the political offer. 


DER SPIECEL REPORTS ON FRG-U.S. DEFENSE PROBLEMS 





DW120919 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German 9 Mar 81 pp 19-25 


[Text] The Federal Government is preparing itself for new trouble with Washington. It 
is feared that the Americans want to use German soldiers as deputy sheriffs in the Gulf. 
As a precaution, the Bonn people have already built a defense line of moral and military 
areuments. It is a question, however, of how long it will hold. 


When first reports on Ronald Reagan's election victcry arrived in Bonn, the German 
chancellor prescribed the greatest discipline for himself and for his government. Helmut 
Schmidt said in the cabinet session on 5 November last year that it no longer made any 
sense to complain. There must now be “confidence and optimiss.” 


But despite such solidarity statements, the chance)lor suspected already at that time 
that Ronald Reagan might confront the Germans more than his predecessor Jimmy Carter with 
very undesirable demands. Defense Minister Hans Apel reported to his colleagues on talks 
he had with U.S. Ambassador Walter Stoessel, pointing out the cabinet protocol of 5 
November on “discussions of the Federal Security Committee.” 


Schmidt's presentiment: Reagan will increase pressure on Bonn to extend its military 
engagement bevond NATO limits and to dispatch German soldiers to protect the oil wells in 
the Persian Gulf. Right after the cabinet session, the chancellor's office asked the 
colleagues from the Foreign Ministry to examine “the legal admissibility of using the 
Bundeswehr abroad--with regard to the foreign policy significance of the isi.” 


Two days later, the chief of the Foreign Ministry legal department, Kari Avigwet 
Fleischhaver, told experts in the Justice, Defense and Interior Ministries "nat a paper 
had been worked up “in connection with Western considerations to keep the Strait of 
Hormuz open,” which “is still in the hands of the directorate of the ministry.” 
Fleischhaver suggested that “a draft which has been coordinated between our sisistries” 
should be presented to the chancellor. 
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Shortly thereafter, on 11 November, Hans Apel's ministerial director Joachim Hinz re- 
ported to the Foreign Ministry that his department also was “examining the probles 
thoroughly” and preparing it for the chief. On 18 November, the experts met in the 
Foreign Ministry to discuss all eventualities in detail, such as: May the Bundeswehr go 
into action if raw material supplies are to be disrupted; May it reconnoiter in the 
Strait of Hormuz or sweep mines; May it dispatch transport and supply units, or may it 
support a UN peace force with transport and supply activities? 


The military and the officials were not unprepared for this query. Jimmy Carter had also 
asked the allies, including Japan and the Federal Republic, for support against Iran in 
the hostage affair. At that time, the U.S. Government feared that in reacting to the 
liberation attempts, the Tehran revolutionary regime might mine or close the Strait of 
Hormuz. 


Since such an action would paralyze the West's supply, Carter let the Bonn people know 
that it would only be reasonable for the Germans to take part in the defense of this 
region, which is of vital importance to then. 





On Wednesday last week, the cabinet prepared itself for a new American request. Schmidt 
expects that his deputy, Hans-Dietrich Genscher, will be pestered again duriig his visit 
to Washington this week by new U.S. requests for a bigger military contribution, also 
outside NATO's sphere of influence. 


Schmidt, Genscher, Apel and Finance Minister Hans Matthoeffer met last Friday night in the 
chancellor's bungalow. The four discussed how the Bonn people could fend off American 
pressure for a military presence in the Gulf. 


Standards have been set by the Washington visits of British Prime Minister Thatcher and 
French Foreign Minister Jean Francois-Poncet. The Frenchman announced that 15 French 
ships in the Indian Ocean are “evidence that we are prepared to protect free passage 
through the Strait of Hormuz.” The Europeans should not consider the United States as 
a “protective shield behind which they can drop their burden of responsibility.” 


What Maggie Thatcher plainly promised was liked even more by the Americans: Her govern- 
ment was prepared to participate in an international naval unit in the Gulf and to dis- 


patch troops to the U.S. Rapid Deployment Force. 


So far, no concretely formulated Washington requests exist vis-a-vis Bonn. But the tones 
which could be heard from the guests from Great Britain and France fit into the philosophy 
of the new administration. 


The image of the world so far demonstrated by the President and by his Secretary of State 
Alexander Haie has rough but clear contours: They see dangers, revolutions and terroris= 
everywhere; and the Soviets are always behind them. Moscow must be checked through bases 
and if need be probably also through interventions. 


The Western alliance is of limited value for Haig. The former NATO commander in chief 
told the U.S. Senate's Foreign Relations Committee that not only Europe is being threatened 
by the Soviets. He said that he is also concerned about access to the raw materials in 
developing countries. Haig: “Thus, the focal point of our concern is expanded not only 
to involve the Gulf area, but also the entire African continent.” 


U.S. Senator Dan Quayle said at the Munich defense policy meeting in February with regard 
to NATO's role: “Formally, we do not want to have an extension, but yet, we want co- 
operative adaptation in foreign policy crisis areas.” 


The Americans fear that the Europeans might resist svch an extension of their alliance 
tasks. Helmut Sonnenfeldt, Henry Kissinger's former chief adviser, described Washington's 
mood to DER SPIEGEL: Suspicion exists that the Europeans want to “take over only the 
more elegant diplomatic and economic tasks, while we Americans have to do the dirty 


military work.” 
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This impression is not absolutely wrong. The Bonn people would like it best if the 
United States played the role of world policeman alone, but Schmidt and Genscher 
realized long ago that the Germans cannot maintain their current power policy restraint 
in the long rum. The Federal Governzent, however, is mainly concerned about a political 
and not a military demonstration. 


The chancellor frankly described the new situation to ‘he SPD Bundestag faction aad de- 
manded: ‘we must contribute to a balance not only in c. ntral Europe, but also elsewhere 
in the world,” because “if the Federal Republic becomes economically stronger, it will 
simultaneously be more and more challenged politically to implement its idea of a balance 
in the world.” 


The deputies gradually began to understand the political significance of arms exports to 
Seudi Arabia; arms deliveries to the Gulf were said to be part of a new German foreign 
policy. 


So far, as a partner, the Federal Government has at best taken over assistance within the 
alliance, while others, such as Great Britain, have engaged themselves outside as vell, 
and sometimes even militarily. So far Bonn has only taken part in theoretical terms in 
NATO planning games dealing with the Third World or the South Atlantic. 


But the chancellor, who in the past had only stressed the economic weight of the Federal 
Republic, now declares that the Germans “have grown into another role.” Therefore, “new 
thinking and new discussions” are necessary. 


The directioa of the discussion can be gathered from a report on “the security of the 
West,” presented last week by political scientists from Bonn, Washington, London and 
Paris, one of the authors of the study is the German Society for Foreign Policy, to the 
presidium to which belong Defense Minister Hans Apel as well as the chancellor. 





The results are in line with the political assessment of the situation and the desires 
of the Reagan administration. 


According to them, a new period will begin in the eighties “in sharp contrast” to the 
seventies. Instead of detente and arms control, “increased tensions” and “intensified 
military threats” will take place. In view of the Soviet threat in the Gulf, the authors 
see only “drawbacks in the Western military position.” 


Because of “the basically new problems” the West is “urged” now to develop new forms of 
cooperation and eventually new alliance systems. 


The strategists who drew up the paper are in favor of a hard line: The Europeans and 

the Americans should have “a military scrike force available” in the Near and Middle East. 
They believe that the participation of the Europeans in safeguarding the oil resources 
wll be the “touchstone” for current relations with the United States. 


If the Germans were to yield to such pressure, it would represent a turning point in their 
postwar history. So far, they have always left conflicts with the Soviet Union outside 
Europe to the America: superpower, but now they would be involved in direct confrontation. 
Next to the United States, they would take over the role of deputy sheriffs as a “small 
big power or as an enormous mediumsize power” (Government Spokesman Kurt Becker). 


The consequences: Relations with our Eastern neighbors would be gravely jeopardized, 
West Berlin could possibly be acutely endangered. 


The Bonn people have set up a defense line vis-a-vis American pressure to become involved 
militarily, and various arguments are being used. The constitutional legal experts as 
usual do not fully agree on details, but as a whole, they have reservations about the 
Bundeswehr's appearance outside NATO. 
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According to the basic law, Article 687A, “action” by Cerman soldiers will be pernitted 
only for defending the Federal Republic. <A position paper of the Foreign Ministry) of 
1? December 1980 says: “The Sundeswehr can take part in en internations] armed force-- 
except for transport and similar means of assistance-—-only in order to ward off « situa- 
tion which simultaneously represents an attack on the Federal Repubiic of Germany. In 
international lew, a disruption of ofl supplies from the Persian Gulf would create 
economic tension, Sut it would not be an attack against the Federal Republic of Germany 
which would give it the indjvidual right to self-defense. Participation of the 
Bundeswehr in an internatismal armed force in the Persian Gulf would, therefore, at 
present mot be in accordarce with the constitutional law. This is the agreed opinion 
of the departments involved. 


Despite this general line, the legal experts still see possibilities: “Theoretically,” 
it is possible “that land, sea or air force wnits might be attacked somewhere in the 
world, and that the attack could indicate that it was directed at the Federal Republic.” 
That would be a case of self-defense. 


The protocol of the 18 November Foreign Ministry talks indicates that individual experts 
desire: “Not to rule out action completely if raw material supplies are cut off not by 
the supplying country...but br third countries, and if in this way such a shortage of 
Taw materials arose that the armed forces could practically be disarmed due to « short- 
age of fuel so that the fulfillment of their defense sission would be directly 


endangered.” 


If the Soviet Union were to cut off ofl supplies in such an emergency, nothing could be 
said against the action of Germans in the Middle East. The protocol writer points out 
simultaneously that “sufficient time” remains “to change the constitution to create the 
necessary legal prerequisites for the possibly necessary action of the armed forces.” 


“A change in the basic iaw,” the document goes on to say at another place, “would be 
connected with far-reaching political implications as well as implications for our 
policy on the constitution which cannot be assessed at present or dealt with in this 


paper. 


The military also has reservations against going into action far away from NATO. The 
members of the Federal Navy's admiralty staff have made dozens of studies in past months 
for and against international naval wnits. The reason was 4 new plan byw the Atlantic 
NATO commander ‘n chief (SACLANT) in Norfolk, Virginia, in which he demanded “protec- 
tion of overseas raw material bases” as an additional task for alliance ships. 


The explosive paper was presented to the NATO defense ministers in December in Brussels. 
A discuescion, however, was postprned until the spring meeting. 


Navy Inepector Ansgar Bethge am his admirals feel flattered by the demand of the 
Americans to dispatch warships to a wnit cruising in the Gulf. They have already 
invented an impressive name for the fleet: WATO naval task force. They could operate 
like the standing Atlantic Fleet under U.S. orders and in line with the jointly worked 
out “NATO rules of engagement.” 


These more than 100 secret rules of conduct point out what must be done in crisis and 
conflict situations, if “a hostile warship” tries to force the unit off its course. 
The rules are so complicated that the commnders of the Atlantic wnit, consisting of 
Americans, Britons, Canadians, Netherlanders and Germans say: “If shote are fired, we 
will shoot back. Judgment will be passed, if at all, later on in Nurnberg.” 


Despite the texytation to be able to fly one's flag again on 411 seas of the world, most 
studies by the naval leaders stress reservations about 4 cruise in the Gulf. Dispatch- 
ing German destroyers and frigates to hot zones would create a technical probles. In 
contrast to the American ships, German ships have no air conditioning. The navy would 
also have to set up 4 costly supply system for spare parts and ammunition. 
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Another problem depresses the Defense Ministry strategists even more: The Americans, 
who have promised 250 warships to NATO, have withdrewn units from the Atlantic and the 
Mediterranean since the beginmizg of the Iranian crisis to keep an impressive aruada in 
the Gulf. The navy does not have enough ships. The navy will be considered complete 
again when by the end of this decate the new units orcered by Reagan are on duty--some 
600 instead of 456 surface ships and subssrines. 


A withdrawal of German ocstroyereo and frigates from NATO's operations area would 
increase the gaps even more. Ressonable silitary men argue that in such a case, it 
would still be better to take ower tasks from the Americans and the British in the North 
Sea and the eastern Atlantic. To do that, the navy needs new ships, at least the 
seventh and the eighth of the mew F-122 frigates which have already been approved by 

the Bundestag budget and defense committees. But now they are to be built auch later 
because of costs. 


The admirals were put out last summer because the Federal Government, under American 
pressure, extended the action area of it: warships beyond the 6lst latitude without, 
however, allotting more money. At that time, the German NATO ambassador to Brussels 
put in the protocol as a precautionary that “litting the current limitations of action” 
was not linked with the intention “to strengthen German naval units and the naval air 
force beyond the current...extent.” 


When SPD Deputy Karl-Heinz Gansen wanted to know more about the “possibly grave deci- 
sion,” Apel tried to play the mattier down by saying that the decision of the Federal 
Security Council mainly wanted to ske “naval forces available to other NATO partoers 
if need be, to take care of Western interests in other regions.” But then, 4 sentence 
appeared which was a surprise: “Nvither an extension of NATO treaty area nor action by 
the Federal Navy outside this arez are up for decision.” 


Worried by the possibility that the decision might soon appear on an agenda, high 
German military men have since made statements. 


Inspector General Juergen Brandt said in late February in a speech at the Hamburg Over- 
seas Club on the issue “German Soldiers in the Gulf,” that preserving the interests of 
the Western world and the military defense of NATO's treaty srea are “two different 
pairs of shoes and should remain that for the Federal Republic of Germany.” 


Lt Gen Wolfgang Altenburg, who will probably succeed Brandt, became even more outspoken: 
Western interests should be preserved in the Culf by those states who have been “flying 
their flag” there for a long time.” Altenburg said: “I am against countries 
traditionally not represented there suddenly appearing with ships, thereby »ractic: ily 


following a gunboat policy.” 


With their resistance against action by German soldiers outside the alliance area, 
Brandt and Altenburg continued a laudable traditio: of the German postwar military. The 
U.S. demand to use Bundeswehr units as a crisis fire brigade is not so new. 


As early as in February 1964, the Americans and the British demanded that the Germans 
take part with a protection force in a NATO expedition to pacify Cyprus. While Federal 
Chancellor Ludwig Erhard, Foreign Minister Gerhard Schroeder and Defense Minister 
Kai-Uwe von Hassel were prepared to maintain "NATO solidarity” (Erhard), Inspector 
General Heinz Trettner turned it down. The former paratrooper recalled the recent 
German past and the legal sitwation: The Bundeswehr can go into action only in case of 
an attack against the Federal Republic or against another alliance partner. The then 
state secretary at the Foreign Ministry, Karl Carstens, predicted in case of a German 
denial the “collapse of NATO's southern flank,” but it did not help any. The Germans 
did not march into Nicosia. 
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Some 3 months later, in May 1964, U.S. Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara ap peared in 
Bonn. Now again, the demand of “Cermans to the front” came up, this time not in Cyprus 
but in Vietnaz. 


It was said in the communique at that time that McNamara expressed the U.S. hope “to 
find the support of other NATO partners in the implementation of its policy against the 
communist threat in other parts of the world--such as, for example, in South Vietnan.” 
Hassel agreed: The defense of the free world is indivisible, its security must be 
preserved “wherever it is being endangered.” 


The top German military men objected again. After some long exchanges, the Americans 
gave in. Eventually, Bonn dispatched instead of Bunceswehr engineer troops and medics, 
the Red Cross ship Helgoland, suppling an automobile :epzir shop instead of guns. 


When Egyptian President Anwar as-Sadat threatened in 1967 to close the Gulf of Akaba. 
the U.S. Government demanded thot its allies take part in an international naval writ 
intended to open the sea route, which was important tur Israel, open it if need be by 
force. The government of the grand coalition under Chancellor Kurt Georg Kiesireer and 
Foreign Minister Willy Brandt promised 4 sympathetic examination of the American 
suggestion. But it was spared from taking the cath. As-Sadat did not implement his 
threat. 


The first foreign action by the Bundeswehr took place in 1978. At the request of th. 
UN secretary general, air force transport planes flew UN troops to the South Lebanor. 
area occupied by Israel. 


German constitutional court judges believe that such help in UN peace actions is «till 
covered by the basic law, it is debatable, however, whether Bonn can dispatch German 
soldiers to a UN peace unit. 


The Bonn people console themselves that they will be able to dodge action in the Gulf 
for the time being. But it is hard for the West Cermans to resist the pressure of the 
new men in Washington to participate in the anticommunist crusade. 


They speak also in military categories of a “shift of the global military balance” 
(Schmidt). At least Genscher has nothing against the political consequence, namely, 
worldwide containment. Geuascher says that his policy is oriented by our own interests 
as well as by those of the Gulf states. Genscher wanted to assure his discussion 
partners in Washington so that the Americans would not mistake this for shirkine. 


Foreism Ministry officials wrote on their chief's memo pads that he has to make it clear 
to the U.S. Government that one must “not only militarily” argue and act in the Gulf 
region as well as everywhere else in the Third World. 


Instead Genscher will point out our economic and political achievements such as 
participation in the European Community's Middle East initiative; the special aid of 
DMS60 million fer ailing NATO partner Turkey and the financ.<1 injection for Pakistan. 
The West Germans have always helped the neighbor of Afghanistan, while the amounts 
given by other Western countries were “ridiculous” (Genscher) in comparison. 


The German foreign minister adds to his successes the development aid given to the 
Middle East, as well as chances for bigger deals. 


This kind of division of labor is most suspicious to the Americans. Development aid 
is for them a part of capitalist sales strategy, or a part of their containment 
philosophy vis-a-vis communist expansion attempts. A U.S. diplomat said that the 
domestic politically explosive arms deals have nothing to do with “burden sharing” 
adding: “You Germans are making quite a lot of money that way.” 
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From Censcher’s point of view, however, business is serving noble political principles. 
Some 13 Cerman ambassadors from the Middle East noted last month in a working paper in 
Islamabad that business is a contribution “to the stabilication and preservation of 
the independence of the countries of this region.” 


If Washicgton demanded from Bonn military engagement and wore contributions, the Germans 
would counter it with rather soft countersuggestions, saying that they want to give 
political barking to the states that are internally unstable and promote their nonalignew 
status. They want to strengthen economic involvement, suci as through cooperation agree- 
cents with institutions of the European Community, thus gracually becoming involved in 
the responsibility for the stability of the entire Middle East region. 


Regardless of whether this responsibility can be limited or whether it will have to be 
extended later on to include military assistance, as demanded by the four foreign policy 
institutes ("In case of inner unrest” the West should reply to “calls for help”), in doing 
this, the Germans have already initiated a policy which grossly contradicts their current 
principles regarding the Third World. 


Genscher has so far stated the thesis that “fair partnership” rules out appearing “as a 
protector of outdated structures.” But he now seems to have embarked exactly on this 
path in the fight for oil and against the communists. 


While Genscher was praising “self-determination and equal rights of the countries of the 
Third World,” stressing in festive speeches the “renunciation” of the West with regard 
to “exporting our own political, social and economic system,” realpolitik was taking 
another course. 


Sonnenfe dt :ealized that the Germans are more concerned about “the more elegant tasks.” 
Bonn’s diplomats in posts in the West Asian crisis area look like political travelling 
salesmen in dinner jackets, looking for fine contracts. 


But work clothes are more and more in demand: arms made in Germany to preserve inde- 
sendence and for the self-defense of oil countries. 


The course has been set already for many a pragmatic Western diplomat. If the tank deal 
with the Saudis comes about, Genscher predicts a “chain reaction” in other countries. 
Genscher’s officials have only hinted at the things Bonn would bv up against: 


The West Germans would have to establish ties with Iran again “which cannot be left 
alone.” The supply of spare parte for arms could help establ (sh c:otacts. 


Iraq, the current war enemy of Iran, could be willing to buy new arms a.“ equipment to 
decrease its dependence on the Soviets. 


Pakistan is not to be turned down. Together with other Western partners, the Germans 
are supposed to help build strategically important roads and barracks in thinly populated 
Baluchistan. 


If Pakistan is to be helped, Bonn believes that Indian requests for German arms must also 
be fulfilled. India, too, wants to obtain submarines from Bonn to decrease its depen- 
dence on Soviet arms supplies. 


The shaykdoms also want to buy from the European arms industries. Qatar has already 
made known its desire for German warshipse--in exchange for natural gas from the small 
Gulf state. 
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If it were only up to Schmidt and Genscher, the arms would no longer be withheld from 
the Saudis. both Bonn persons are content with the formula that the Soviets have demon- 
strated with their Afghanistan invasion how little they care about the independence of 
small states in the region. 


Many Social Democrats, however, consider the talk about communist expansion as panic- 
mongering. For them, it has not been proven at all that th: Soviets invaded Afghanistan 
to be closer to the oil wells. 


"They have gained bases, cutting the flight .ime there by 2 hours," said Egon Bahr soberly, 
adding that “it is a question of whether they really want to go there." 


The former chief planner of German Ostopolitik considers it necessary for the Germans to 
safeguard their oil supplies. Bonn interests can be preserved only through negotiations 
and the inclusion of the superpowers in a “nonintervention zone." Fleet parades, however, 
are “a demonstration of hardness" at the utmost. Their deterrence value is doubtful 

and in no case should "NATO's defense area be extended through a backdoor." 


For those Social Democrats who found it hard to adapt themselves after World War II to 
rearmament, it would be intolerable if the Germans should aim for a world power role by 
making impressive political gestures. “If the foreign policy should be changed,” warned 
SPD Bundestag Deputy Norbert Gansel, "a decision must be iaade by the party congress.” 


Not only leftist comrades, detente followers and peace apostles are concerned that the 
United States might maneuver the Bonn government with stronger and stronger ressure into 
a dangerous situation. Kurt Becier, the chancellor's close aide, sees a dark future if 
Reagan were to massively demand .tlantic solidarity from his Bonn partner. 


If the Americans refused to begin serious disarmament negotiations, demanding instead the 
deployment of their medium-range missiles in Europe; if they pressed Bonn to make higher 
defense outlays, forced neutron weapons on the Germans and committed the Federal Navy 

to action in the Gulf, everything would be at stake. 


"If the United States wants to have a.l that at once," predicts Becker, “the Federal 
Government will fall." 





SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG ON BREZHNEV PROPOSALS 





DW121449 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG in German 10 Mar 81 p 4 
[Commentary signed JR: “Brezhnev Is In a Hurry”) 


[Text] The arms control suggestions outlined by party chief Brezhnev at the 26th CPSU 
Congress need to be explained. What was meant, for example, by freezing medium-range 
arms not only in a quantitative, but also in a qualitative sense? Is a discreet hint 
hidden there that the Soviet SS-20 missiles could be refined and that their accuracy in 
hitting the target and the number of the multipurpose warheads (three at present) could 

be increased? Or is it an announcement that the Soviet Union would soon be in the posses- 
sion of cruise missiles? One would also like to know more on how to fulfill Brezhnev's 
desire for “corresponding” measures from the West, if the irea of confidence-building 
measures should be extended to the Ural Mountains. Should the control zones be extended 
to include the Atlantic or even the United States? 


It is not yet known whether the letters which Brezhnev has sent to the state and government 
chiefs of several NATO countries contain such answers. It is certain, however, that the 
author of the letters intends to make his ideas a political issue which the addressees 

can no longer avoid. 
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Tre Soviet leadership is trying to initiate a political-diplomatic campaign at the end of 
which the minimum result is to be NATO"s renouncing the deployment of new Eurostrategic 
arms. The mood in West Europe is not unfavorable for the achievement of this immediate 
ain. 


The way there is via Washington, but the Soviets do not keep their main target a secret, 
namely, to have direct talks with President Reagan as soon as possible to restore the 
special position of both superpowers. The choice offered to the Americans with a threat- 
ening undertone is “dialogue or confrontation.” Moscow announces in a new formula its 
equal rights with Washington. Dialogue is something for voices carrying equal weight. 


COMMENTATOR VIEWS U.S. ARMS SUPPORT TO AFGHANS 





DW121051 Frankfurt FRANFFURTER ALLGEMEINE in German 12 Mar 81 p 12 
[Commentary signed Nt.: "Reagan's Signal”] 


[Text] One must read closely Reagan's words about possible U.S. arms supplies to the 
Afghan freedom fighters. The President has not committed himself. He wants to take 

such requests into consideration if they are made to him. Communist propaganda turns such 
thoughts immediately into facts. Many will fall for that. For Reagan, however, the re- 
aark seems to have been part of the political test he wants to make with the Soviet 

Union at the beginning of his term in office. The President and his advisers are certain- 
ly aware of the difficulties involved in arms supplies for the Afghan peace fighters: 

The resistance groups have been split up, transit possibilities are limited. They also 
know that one does not talk about this kind of war materiel supplies. Those who have 
something like that in mind do it and keep quiet. Reagan's public thinking about con- 
siderations one could probably make, indicates much rather that the President wanted to 
send a signal. Could it have something to do with El Salvador? Curtailed communist 
‘ctivity here could possibly create American concessions with regard to the Afghanistan 

p “oblen. 
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LATEST ELECTION OPINION POLLS PUBLISHED 





Paris MATCH 
LD121609 Paris LE MONDE in French 6 Mar 81 p 3% 


[Text] According to an opinion poll published in the 5 March Paris MATCH and carried out 
by Public S.A. 25 through 27 February, among a national sample of 1,000 French people 

aged 18 and over in accordance with the quota method, it appears that Mr Giscard d‘Estaing 
will be reelected in the second ballot of the presidential election with 52 percent of 
votes against 48 percent for Mr Miti errand. 


According to Public S.A.‘s previous “barometer readings” (at the beginning of February), 
the results would be: Mr Giscard d'Estaing--5l1 percent; Mr Mitterrand--49 percent. 
However, in the event of Mr Mitterrand running against Mr Chirac in the second ballot, 
he would win with 56 percent against 44 percent. As for the first ballot, the results 
are forecast as follows: Mr Giscard d'Estaing--29 percent (minus 2); Mr Mitterrand-- 

24 percent (minus 2); Mr Marchais--16 percent (plus 1); Mr Chirac--1l percent (minus 1) 
and Mr Debre--4 percent (plus 1). Mrs Garaud would score a percentage similar to that 
of Mr Debre (4 percent) and the ecologist candidate would score 8 percent (plus 2). 


QUOTIDIEN-F IGARO 





NC122000 Paris AFP in English 1951 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Text] Paris, 12 Mar (AFP)--French President Valery Giscard d'Estaing and Socialist 
presidential rival Francois Mitterrand will be running neck and neck in the second round 
of polling of the coming presidential election, according to two opinion polls out today. 


The polls, taken after Mr Giscard d'Estaing announced he would seek a second term in 
office, gave both candidates a 50 per cent voter preference. The two polls were published 
by the QUOTIDIEN de Paris and FIGARO newspapers. 


In an opinion poll last month, Mr Mitterrand was leading the president by 52 to 48 per 
cent of intended votes. 


For the first round of hustings, on April 26, the FIGARO poll gave Mr Giscard d'Estaing 
29 per cent, Mr Mitterrand, 25 per cent, Gaullist party candidate Jacques Chirac, 15 
per cent, and Communist Party candidate Georges Marchais, 16 per cent of the vote, the 
FIGARO said. 


The QUOTIDIEN de Paris poll, for its part, gave Mr Giscard d'Estaing between 26 and 
26.5 per cent, Mr Mitterrand between 22.5 and 25 per cent, Mr Chirac between 16.5 and 
18 per cent and Mr Marchais between 16 and 17.5 per cent. 


The second round of hustings, on May 10, will pit the top two candidates against each 
other. 


CHIRAC CRITICIZES ELECTION CAMPAIGN RIVALS 








LD121053 Paris LE MONDE in French 6 Mar 81 p 8 


[Report on 4 March French radio interview with RPR presidential candidate Jacques 
Chirac: “Country's Confidence Can Be Restored Even if at Price of President's Defeat") 


[Text] Mr Chirac stated among other things: "I am against no one. I have said that 
my only adversaries are unemployment, a deteriorating economic situation and France's 
weakening external situation. 
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I have no adversary except anything that is likely to weaken France. I am running 
against no one.... The election of the PS candidate...would involve a risk in both the 
economic and the political spheres. A risk, I would be inclined to say, not of chaos 
but of adventure. It would be inconsistent with the requirements of modern France. 


“Furthermore, I believe that the present situation involves very seric:s risks. This 

is why I think that there is risk on both sides. . am convinced that we now must regain 
our confidence to restore hope to this country. There is now no enthusiasm in France. 
There is a kind of incr2asing malaise resciting from the fact that our countrymen is 

a whole have realized that we are in a situation in which there is no vision of the 
future." 


Asked about Mr Giscard d'Escaing's announcement that he will be a candidate, Mr Chirac 
stated: “At the time of the campaign for the office of mayor of Paris, the president-- 
this is interesting because, like now, he based his assessment of the situation on 
opinion polls--asserted with great authority a few days before the election that 
‘Jacques Chirac will never become mayor of Paris because my candidate .s the best’ 

(LE MONDE note: a reference to the then Industry Minister Michel d'Ornano). As you 
can see, error is always possible. It would probably be possible to find some other 
examples. To err is human.... Let us, therefore, be more cautious in our judgments 
and a little more modest.” 


The mayor of Paris also stated: “Parties are no longer as important as they used to be. 
It is always good form to say that you are against political parties. It is all very 
well but it does not mean much. However, what is now dangerous and what we must free 
ourselves from is the influence exerted by bureaucracy--an overgrown and meddlesome 
administration--not by political parties." 


Mr Chirac continued: “I am not in faver of negotiations between ballots. All concerned 
should have a clearly determined policy when the time comes and it will then be up to the 
electorate to decide by universal suffrage. This is a democratic rule.” 


Mr Chirac added: "I have never heard Mr Mitterrand express any doubts about the left 
union strategy which he at one time espoused. It seems to me that the solution which 
he advocates represents a serious risk for France. Similarly, a solution involving 

the continuity of an action which, at the end of the president's 7-year term in office, 
seems to have been very harmful to France's interests, also involves some serious risk. 
That is why I have taken a simple initiative and :/oposed a third path to French men and 
women. 





“The French are sensible people and they will not let themselves be committed to such a 
sad--not to say, desperate--choice as that, in simple terms, between adventure on the 

one hand and a kind of acceptance of fatality and resignation, which the pursuance of 

an action pureved during the past 7 years would imply, on the other. Consequently, 

they will vote in such a way that quite obviously I will be present in the second ballot.” 


Mr Chirac concluded: “If confidence and hope can be restored to this country, even if 

at the price of the president's defeat, what is important in my view is the good of France 
and not that of any single man and this also applies to myself. In fact, this is what 

I want.” 


PCF'S FITERMAN: VOTING COMMUNIST IS KEY TO CHANGE 








LD121551 Paris L*HUMANITE in French 6 Mar 81 pp 5-7 


[Report on PCF Politburo member Charles Fiterman's report to the Central Committee 
meeting ir Paris on 5 March: “Only One Choice for Real Change: Broad Support for 
Georges Marchais”™] 


[Excerpt] There is deep discontent and a very widespread desire for change. This is 
reflected in many struggles. 
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However, we are well aware that on the one hand the depth of the crisis could lead those 
most seriously affected by it to think that this is not the right time for change and, 
on the other hand, we know that there is a>. automatic path which leads to the desire for 
change and to voting communist. We can even say that there is no lack of shortcuts and 
that discontent pushed to the extent cf despair and total disenchantment might lead 
people to seize on an illusion of change. 


Behavior of Other Political Forces 


It is precisely these two tendencies which Giscard d*Estaiug and Francois Mitterrand 
have tried and are trying to encourage. Let's examine their behavior and that of 
Chirac, which is similar. It has two characteristics. 


First, anticommunism: Any means are justifiable for caricaturing ovr policy and launching 
the most violent and vile attacks on our party and its candidate. The multiplicity and 
diversity of the pretexts used give a fairly good demonstration of the trumped-up aad 
manipulated nature of all these anticommunist operations. 


For instance, what happens when we make every effort to ensure that the workers and 
their families, especially the most uncderpriviledged, can actually exercise their 
right to vote too? The anticommunists’ coalition protests and overvhelms us in the 
name of the workers’ freedom...not to vote. 


What happens when we do our best to solve the problem of th= immigrant ghettos in our 
suburbs? The Giscardian government and politicians reply by a blow which further aggra- 
vates the situation for everyone--French people and immigrants. In this case too, it is 
not the employers’ and government's slave traders that the anticommunist choir attacks 
but the victims who are defending themselves with understandable indignation. 


What happens when we answer the appeal of a mother in despair over the inefficacy of 
her efforts and the tragedy she is experiencing? The anticommunist pack does not hound 
the drug traffickers but the drug traffickers’ opponents. 


What happens when one of our party's cells decides to no longer regard as a communist a 
member who described her own party as fascist? An anticommunist drumroll announces 4 
wave of expulsions which only exists in the imagination of strategists responsible for 
inventing day after day the themes for the campaign against our party. 


Without going any further, I will just add the new excursion through Germany made by 

LE POINT which was so outrageous and sparked off so much indignation that the Lagardere- 
Filipacchi gang had to back down quickly [reference to LE POINT allegations about 

PCF Secretary General Georges Marchias’ wartime activities}. 


Behind all this lies the fear of allowing our party to take initiatives which anticipate 
the populations’ needs and real problems, the desire to curb and hinder the communis*s' 
activity and their campaign on all the questions which interest and concern the pecple. 
But the controversy they are stirring up also has the unintentional result of giving 
publicity’ to what we want and what we are proposing. That is why its mc‘n aim is to 
prepare tive ground for an anticommunist and class collaboration front combining the 
right and the PS. Moreover, both are taking part in this operation together. On 
Monday [French Democratic Confederation of Labor Leader] Edmond Maire launched an 
odious and insulting attack on our party and its members in LE MATIN. Yesterday, PS 
First Secretary Lionel Jospin went to far as to directly express his interest in those 
who criticize our party's leadership because, he said, these critics are “members from 
all the generations which built the Communist Party (particularly the resistance 
generation, of course)." He added: “Others agree with them but do not say so openly 
because they are working inside the apparatus. Others are leaving the PCF and joining 
us. We welcome them.” End of quotation. 
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That is direct interference in our party's affairs, a crude attempt to corrupt and under- 
mine the party from within. Lionel Jospin speaks and acts in exactly the same way as the 
employers’ and Giscardian government's men or the policemen infiltrated into the workers’ 
organizations by the interior minister. Like them, he dreams of weakening the PCF. 

Such an attitude has nothing to do with the desire to create the right conditions for 
victory over Giscard d*Estaing and for change. It turns away from that desire by mak- 
ing the weakening of our party the main objective of the Socialist leaders’ activity. 
Lionel Jospin’s attack must and will receive the firm response it deserves. 


Second, dodging the issue: Alongside anticommunism, the second characteristic of the 
behavior of the other candidates and the forces supporting them is the desire to obscure 
and dodge the political debate on the fundamental problems. 


What is their assessment of the present crisis? What policy are they proposing for the 
future? Both Giscard d*Estaing and Francois Mitterrand have so far observed complete 
silence on these decisive questions. The former has only just announced his candidacy. 
At present, his television networks are bombarding us with pictures of his childhood and 
his exploits as a political prodigy who has been steering his way through the corridors 
of power for 25 years. 


Mitterrand, with striking similarity--perhaps he has the same marketing adviser as 
Giscard--is revisiting the haunts of his youth, or at least some of them. ‘Jou have to be 
bold but not reckless. Nonetheless, how will that show the French people how he intends 
to reduce unemployment? Obviously, it does not. This method of doing things is not 
accidental or incidental. 


Indeed, we must look at the way in which Giscard d‘Estaing and Francois Mitterrand are 
handling the campaign. Like two partners, two people playing a duet, they choose each 
other as adversaries/partners. In American-election-style, they bandy about retorts 
trying to gloss over the essence of the debate and ignoring the other candidates and the 
first round.... Everything is apparently settled in advance. There are apparently only 
two valid candidates: Giscard d'Estaing who alone can save the right and Mitterrand who 
alone can defeat Giscard. 


It is obvious that this political game makes it necessary to skillfully gloss over the 
real solutions to the crisis which explains the two protagonists’ discretion and 
reluctance to join the campaign. They think that the less they say the better it will be 
for them. By so doing, they hope to conceal the truth about what is really at stake in 
the battle, to channel discontent into new blind alleys and to avoid changt. 


Faced with this situation, it is more vital than ever to place the debate on its true 
ground, namely, the conditions for change. The real question being raised and which we 
must place at the center of our battle is: How can things be changed? With whom? 


We and the whole party are capable of promoting the idea that wmly a good result for the 
communist candidate can pave the way for this change which depends on the 26 April score. 


Conditions for Change 


Charles Fiterman stressed that merely reviewing the present situation is not enough: 
Light must be shed on the fundamental causes of the crisis and the false arguments of oil 
and the world crisis must be rejected, it must be demonstrated that we are not witness- 
ing “bad administration” or “failure” but a deliberate and coherent class policy. 


The keynote speaker then demonstrated that the employers intend to “state their policy of 
austerity and redeployment further and faster." He referred to the Lescanne report which 
Georges Marchais discussed previously at the forum organized by L'HUMANITE and ECONQHIE 
ET POLITIQUE and indicated that if capital's policy if continued, the country will have 
3.2 to 3.7 million unemployed in 1986. 
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In this context, he recalled that France's ever-increasing insertion into the narrow 
Europe of the trusts and the Common Market's expansion are integral parts of capital's 
strategy on the same level as undermining purchasing power, scrapping industries or ex- 
porting capital and enterprises to sources of higher profits. These must, therefore, be 
strongly condemmed. 


In These Circumstances How Is Change Possible’ 


We think, Charles Fiterman continued, that to answer this question, it is appropriate to 
recall the explanation given by Georges Marchais on several occasions and which stresses 
three conditions for change. 


New Policy Is Needed 


Change is meaningless unless it leads to the solution of the workers’ everyday problems 
and the satisfaction of their most pressing demands. Our candidate has made clear 
choices. He is proposing: 


--full emplcyment, in other words, the complete eradication of unemployment. This bears 
no relation to solutions which, in one form or another, consist of sharing out unemploy- 
ment and making job insecurity a geneta!:ced state; 


--social justice, in other words, chiefly the adoption of important measures aimed at 
improving the living standards of the workers, primarily the most severely exploited; 


--freedom for all, in other words, giving the workers and women real fundamental freedoms 
and extending those freedoms to match their aspirations and the needs of our time; 


--and finally, a society for young people with the practical steps that that implies in 
the sphere of jobs, training, so-ial life and access to culture, sport and leisure. 


Georges Marchais is the only one to formulate these objectives in this precise way and 
to propose giving priority to them in the country’s policy. 


But a new policy also involves the means of bringing about the expected improvements and 
changes. Here too, Georges Marchais speaks plainly and is the only one to propose real 
means for bringing about change. 





First, it is a question of giving priority to French investment, production and creativity. 
The idea that France is devoid of resources and, hence, inherently dependent on foreign 
countries must be opposed because it is untrue. In all the regions where he has spoken, 
Ceorges Marchais has taken care to stress the regional and national resources which ve 
have. These resources are considerable and it could in fact be said that there are few 
countries which are as well provided as France be it in the sphere of natural resources, 
agriculture, industry, big collective services or the capabilities and traditions of its 
people and its working class. 


A strong and independent France is possible and “producing French” ia a vanguard slogan 
both because it leads to the defense of what France does and sets cur country on the 
path to new French growth, giving, as we have said, priority to our industrial sectors, 
guaranteeing our independence in the energy sphere, reviving our agriculture, ensuring 
a balanced development of our regions, stimulating French research and achieving new 
economic and social efficiency. 


Second, France must follow an independent policy of nonalignment, serving peace, disarm- 
ment and cooperation in the world. Our conception of national independence rules out 
autarky but we must constantly reaffirm that it is necessary to exist and assert our 
identity if we are to play a role. In this connection, the lines adopted by Georges 
Marchais are perfectly clear choices. 
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--the choice of French international action which refuses alignment with any bloc, refuses 
to delegate to others the task of speaking on its behalf bwi which, without repudiating 
its alliances, leads it to play a fitting independent role in the world. 


--the choice of solidarity as 4 requirement imposed on all peoples with the aim of solving 
as quickly as possible mankind's serious problems such «« hunger, poverty, illiteracy and 
unde rdeve lopment . 


--the choice of sovereign and independent development for each people. 


--the choice of democratizing international relations and, to be more precise, the inter- 
national institutions now dominated by the United States. 


Finally, the law and power of money must be smashed by introducing major democratic re- 
forms. Smashing the law and power of money means imposing austerity on the profiteers. 
Smashing the law and power of money means establishing new anti-inflationist economic 
and financial balances and establishing accurate accounts, balance sheets and prices. 


Smashing the law and power of money means, of course, nationalizing the whole of the 
banking and financial sector and a number of big monopoly groups, as the struggle plan 
proposes. It does not mean pretending to nationalize or introduce state control as the 
PS always recommends, but openly carrying out nationalization for the workers’ benefit, 
guaranteeing them effective managerial control over the enrerprises. 


Finally, smashing the law and power of money means smashiag Giscard's state and estab- 
lishing a responsible democratic state. 


These are the means of implementing an innovatory coherent policy based on France's re- 
sources and on the world situation and its development in which Giscard d‘Estaing sees 
only “dangers” and “threats,” whereas it really offers rich possibilities from which a 
country like ours could greatly benefit. 


To realize that the world has changed and is changing, that it beers no resemblance to 
the world as it was in the thirties or even 20 years ago, you must have to look at what 
is happening in Poland, about which our adversaries are suddenly no longer talking, or 
even vhat is happening in Spain. 


Charles Fiterman stressed the novelty, originality and political importance of the 
communist candidate's proposals. And he added: The keystone of any new policy, the 
basic means of implementing it, is questioning the law of profit, and capital's in- 
justices, privileges, waste and powers. Without proposing and implementing this, any 
talk of change is another attempt to deceive the French people. Without this, there 
wll be no change. Things will deteriorate. 


Communist Ministers Are Necessary 


The second condition for change is a powerful people's movement and a leftwing «aion 
government to implement the new policy. 


The workers would be showing unpardonable naivety if they expected the rightwing forces 
to support and ensure the implementation of a new policy attacking capital. They would 
be showing the same naivety if they expected that change from the PS alone, with {reedom 
to do and pledge what it wished. There is no instance in the past when the PS has 
attacked the law of profit on its own initiative and such an attack in a condition of 
change. Furthermore, no majority is possible in our country without an alliance. If 
the PS rejects communist ministers, then with whom will it form an alliance if sot with 
the right which will never agree to the policy changing and its privileges being 
undermined? 
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Workers’ Struggle Is Necessary 





Finally, the third condition for change is the workers’ struggle. This is one of the main 
things we have learned from experience. The workers cannot expect a solution to their 
difficulties and problems to come from above. They can only obtain satisfaction of their 
aspirations by uniting and struggling themselves, by winning rights and powers at all 
levels of national life. That was what the liberation war taught us in 1936 and also, 

in their way, the 1968 events. 


To sum up, the conditions are: a really new policy; a people's movement capable of leading 
that policy to success and a leftwing union government capable of implementing it; the 
workers’ struggle to overcome the resistance and maneuvers of capital's forces. 





Those are the conditions for change. If these conditions are created, the workers will 
obtain the improvements and changes which they want and which the country needs. If 
these conditions are glossed over not only will there be no change but capital's policy 
will lead to an abrupt worsening of the workers’ fate and the country's situation, who- 
ever is in the Elysee. That is the alternative. 


Communist Vote in the First Round Will Be Decisive 

How can these conditions be created’ What means can we use to ensure that we no longer 
experience the bitterness of dashed hopes, broken promises and instead finally see the 
workers’ and country’s situation change’ 

There is only one answer to this question which has a decisive influence on the way people 
vote on 26 April: Vote communist and rally as many votes as possible behind Georges 
Marchais. 

Indeed, which candidate proposes a really new policy’ Georges Marchais and he alone. 


Which candidate clearly advocates rallying the people's forces and installing a leftwing 
union government’? Georges Marchais and he alone. 





Which candidate--together with his party--constantly sides with the workers in their 
struggles, urges them not to believe in a savior who will solve all the problems for them 
but instead to unite and take action themselves to attain their aspirations’ Only one 
candidate talks in that way: Georges Mar~hais. 


Hence, all the working men and women who want to defend their interests, all those men 
and women who want change, union and struggle have only one choice: to vote for the 
communist candidate. This is the only way of clearly expressing their will. A vote for 
any other candidate will be an obscure and confused vote. This is the only effective way. 


Agreeing to vote for a candidate who refuses to make clear pledges and who merely says: 
We need new faces and asks for a blank check means agreeing to cast a cheap and devalued 
vote. Voting communist, however, will mean choosing the policy you want on the basis of 
the evidence, choosing the government you want and choosing to be yourself--a responsible, 
adult citizen and not a second-class citize. 


It is from the addition of all those votes for the candidate who really wants change that 
change can come about. The bigger the communist vote, the clearer the desire for change 
will be demonstrated, the more influence it will have. It must be big enough to tip the 
scales in the correct direction. This is absolutely imperative. 


All the calculations and conjectures on the second round will not change anything. In 
any case, they are pointless because it is not journalists, politicians or pollsters who 
determine the result but the voters. 
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That is why we categorically reject these maneuvers to deprive the workers of the right 
to freely choose their candidate in the first round and why we say that only one thing 
counts: achieving the broadest possible support for Georges Marchais. 


This increased support for the communist candidate and this increased strength for the 
Communist Party in national life is vital to win, to overcome the difficulties and 
obstacles which stand in the way of union and change. 


Indeed, the workers mur. face the facts about the line adopted by th PS and its candi- 
date. The facts speak for themselves. 


The fact is that Francois Mitterrand is not proposing the new policy which would bring 
the workers the changes they expect. Quite the reverse, his positions converge with the 
policy followed by Giscard d'Estaing and Chirac on many essential points--and Chirac 
points to this with satisfaction. As I have said, anticommunism is not the least cf 
these points. 


The fact is that Francois Mitterrand does not want a government of union with communist 
ministers. 


Finally, the fact is that he and the other Socialist leaders are curbing and even de- 
lit-erately hindering the struggles. It is really not unfair to say that such an attitude 
does not aim at change. It rejects the conditions for change. It paves the way for a 
rightwing-PS coalition intended to administer capital's affairs. Moreover, the possi- 
bility of the PS governing with the right was openly envisaged by Francois Mitterrand 
himself in an interview. There is a real anc serious danger. 


How can it be averted’? How can we get back on course--as we want to--for union--a new 
strong and lasting union’ 


Experience has shown that the right way is not that of negotiations between leaderships, 
concentrating on top-level agreements on solemnly initialled documents. Moreover, what 
could we discuss at present’ 


What counts above all, the decisive factor, is the size and determination of the forces 
which really want change and are determined to achieve it. 


How can these forces be rallied in the presidential election to ensure that this election 
paves the way for union and change’? There is only one way--voting communist. 


This brings us to a determining question in our country’s political life and one which we 
must examine clearly in face of the workers. This is the question of the PCF’s place in 
national responsibilities and the forces it has to deal with in its role in serving the 
workers and transforming society in a progressive way. 


The communists have been kept out of government responsibilities for more than 30 years. 
Before each election, the French people have heard anticommunist promises and declarations. 
They have seen a succession of different types of government, rightwing governments, 
Socialist governments, governments uniting the right and the PS. But all those govern- 
ments had one feature in common--they did not include communists. None of those govern- 
ments fulfilled the workers’ expectations. None of them followed a policy for the workers 
and with the workers. Each time the workers have experienced hope follcwed by disappoint- 
ment. 


It is true that they were also disappointed in 1978. But did that disappointment not have 
the same cause’ In other words, the fact that the PCF did not have enough strength, 
influence, and ability to act to prevent the PS from abandoning joint pledges and the 
union. 


It is important to remember that Francois Mitterrand's objective has always been to weaken 
the PCF and put the PS in a position to participate in government and administer capital's 
affairs. Moreover, he openly admits that in his latest book. 
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It was on those grounds that, back in 1968, seiteving that power was within reach, he 
obstinatel,. rejected government with us or a new policy and formed a government without 
even informing our party. Following repcerts in the press, a stormy meeting between 
Waldeck Rochet and Francois Mitterrand--which the latter must remember--led Mitterrand to 
offer us a seat in this “government.” 


As everbody knows, he later agreed to sign the joint program with the intention of 
attaining his objective more effectively. He said that bluntly, after the joint program 
was signed, when speaking to the Socialist International to whom he is answerable and 
whose prisoner le is. As the decisive 1978 election approached, still refusing to give 
our party its share of responsibilities--as his book alse confirms--and relying on his 
operation being successful by strengthening his own party, Francois Mitterrand took the 
responsibility for breaking the union and preventing change. The left's imbalance 
brought about defeat and another disappointment. 


We have never accepted that situation and still do not. Far from withdrawing into a 
wait-and-see attitude--about which some people talk all the more because they would like 
to see us adopt such an attitude--we defined an offensive, attacking line at our 23d 
congress. We are ‘mp\ementing that line in the current battle. 


As we have said, we want an end to Giscard d'Estaing's jovernment and capital's policy 
which is disastrous for the workers and the country. #e want to impose real change. We 
want to create the right conditions for change and to do that, as Georges Marchais has 
constantly repeated, we are prepared to assume all our responsibilities, to encourage 

any real step forward, to progress as far and as quickly as the workers themselves decide-- 
they are the people on whee that depends. 


But the workers absolutely must draw the vital conclusion from past experience: To end 
decades of disappointments, to secure real change and remove the obstacles to union, the 
PCF must be given increased strength and greater influence in national life. It must be 
given its share of responsibilities and it is vital to vote for Ceorges Marchais. 


The violence and scale of the anticesmunist attacks are a sufficiently clear indication 
that the PCF candidate's result will indeed be the essential factor in the 26 April ballot. 


Weakening the PCF is the precondition for the success of all the operations aimed at 
reviving--in one form or another--the old policy of collaboration between the right and 
the PS. This is the precondition for the expansion of the bourgeois government's political 
base which is necessary to step up the bourgeoisie’s class policy. This would pave the 
way for aggravating the workers’ situation and weakening their means of self-defense. It 
would certainly mean defeat and change being set aside for another period. That is why, 
when Socialist theorist Alain Touraine calls on us to accept the role of “backup force in 
a left determined never to allow the communists to come to power,” the workers’ interests 
and our raison d'etre as communists oblige us to reply: no thanks, you must not count 

on us to do that now or ever. 





Strenghening the PCF and ensuring its candidate's success on the other hand would be an 
affirmation by the workers that they are determined to defend their rights, to provide 
themselves with the means of winning and to ensure that they are assured of the necessary 
change being secured. 


They can count on the communists for all those things. Experience confirms it. Where 
communists are elected to run local councils, they do not only show that they are capable 
of good administration, they above all show that they have two qualities: the concern 
to meet the needs of the workers and their families and the concern for union in imple- 
menting that policy. This can be seen clearly in cities with communist mayors where the 
situation contrasts markedly with Socialist-run cities. 
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Workers and employers have been able to sit in the National Assembly ead make their 
voices heard there because there are communist deputies who are, in this case, the only 
ones to come from the working class and defend its interests energetically. 


The only time when those same workers were able to join the cabinet was when there vere 
communist ministers, and that benefitted the country. Maless the communists have their 
share of responsibilities, there can be no change for those who work and toil. This is 
true at all levels of national life. 


Yes, if the worker is to defend his interests and achieve real change, we must vote for 
Georges Marchais on 26 April. That is the key to change. 


Thus, we are openly telling and must continue to tell the workers the truth. We are 
clearly putting forward the alternatives. It is up to them co decide. 


LECH WALESA EXPECT=D IN FRANCE IN 10 DAYS 





LD131246 Paris Domestic Service in French 1200 GMT 13 Mar 81 


[Excerpt] It is now official: Lech Walesa will visit France in approximately 10 days. The 
leader of the Polish trade unions was invited by the CFDT. 
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L'UNITA HITS PRAVDA CRITICISM OF EUROCOROQNISN 








LD121147 Rome L*UNITA in Italian 8 Mar 61 p 17 
[Unattributed commentary: “PRAVDA Columrist Forecasts Eurocommunisn’s Failure”) 


[Text] Moscow--PRAVDA returns to the subject of relations among communist parties with 

a lengthy commentary by Yuriy Zhukov invoking “the imperative of strengthening cooperation 
in the name of our joint cause.” Having cited Brezhnev's remarks at the 26th congress 
about the fact that divergences on specific issues must not constitute an obstacle to 
wnitary relations, the writer cites statements by representatives of a number of 
communist parties from which one can deduce the existence of an “atmosphere of Marxist- 
Leninist harmony.” He also cites greeting messages to the congress from two Italian 
Communist sections. 


The only anomaly in this vista is Eurocommunism, in which connection Zhukov cites, among 
others, Alvaro “unhal’s critical opinion, the forecast by a U.S. newspaper that “the 
Eurocommunist movement is subsiding” and the statement by the Argentinian Fava [Athos 
Fava, secretary general of the Argentine Communist Party] regarding the lack of success 
achieved by Eurocommunist ideas in Latin America. There was also apparently a poll 
conducted among journalists accredited in Moscow which apparently reveals thet one 

cannot expect any possibility of success for Burocommunisn, “which has been so extensively 
advertised by the capitalist pr°«* as a phenomenon likeiy to cause splits in the communist 
movement.” 


Basically, it is Zhukov’s opinion that on the one hand, Kurocommuniss is incompatible 
with Marxism-Leninism and on the other, that it has no future. 


In this polemic there are a couple of things which we find literally incomprehensible. 
The first is that total absence of any s~ecific reference to the stances and substances 
of Burocommunien, which thus seems more like a wicked specter than a combination of 
political stances, theoretical formulations and practical hypetheses linked with the 
real situation in a particular European area and history. A specter, in fact, with no 
historical legitimacy or social roots--almost a mischievous trick of fate. So how can 
its merits be discussed? Even the subject of discussion is lacking. 


The second incomprehensible point is the joy with which Zhukov states his conviction of 
an imminent failure of Burocommuniem. What makes him so happy? What does he believe 
could be built on the hoped-for ruins of this or that party, or this or that reality of 
the Western workers movement? He can be sure that the beneficiaries of such a defeat 
would not be "“Marxiem-Leninies.” It is really strange that somebody in Soviet journaliss 
has begun working for the king of Prussia. 


‘s : . ING FAD" 
LD111509 Milan L°UNITA in Italian 9 Mar 81 pp 1, 6 


[Ugo Badwel report on 8 March speech by PCI Secretary General Enrico Berlinguer in 
Catanzaro: “Berlingwer: Clear Confirmation of Burocommunist Option”) 


[Excerpt] Catanzaro--Speaking at « large rally in Catanzaro, Comrade Berlinguer discussed 
three pressing topical issues: The battle for a new movement for the rebirth of the 
south, particularly Calabria, the women's liberation battle and the country's social 
progress (with reference also to the PCI's stance on the referendums), and the new phase 
in the struggle for peace and a socialist third way in Western Europe. 
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Referring to the most recent aspects of the irternational situatic. and to certain 
polemics connected with the Italian Communists’ autonomous position, Berlinguer scid: 


The Italian Communists set themselves two major fundamental objectives: 


--The safeguarding of world peace and the attaiament of the unity of the whole of human 
society; 


-~-The quest for a path that will make possible real progress toward a socialist trans- 
formation of Italy and Europe. 


Therefore people are mistaken when they interpret our stances and initiatives in the 
international field as petty tactics, to which we supposedly resort in an attempt to 
secure the indulgence of this or that party and thus facilitate our accession to the 


government. 


We feel no shawe, Berlinguer said, in fighting to take the working classes, and therefore 
our party, to Italy's Government, but we are also well aware that the argument whereby 
this is impossible because we are supposedly insufficiently autonomous in the inter- 
national context is simply an excuse. 


Very different motives lie behind other people's resistance to a government including 
communists: in fact, they are opposed to it because they do not want to surrender even 
the least fragment of power, because they do not want to change policy and because they 
are afraid of regenerating the country. 


As far as our autonomy in the international field is concerned, we feel no need to submit 
to examinations or to receive certificates. In any case, Berlinguer asked, certificates 
from whom? Perhaps from those who have never dared, and still do not dare, to dissociate 
themselves in the least from, or to express even the most timid criticism of, the United 
States? The DC leaders were happy about the attack on Vietnam just as they are happy now 
about Washington's support for the reactionary Salvadoran Government. And the present 
government parties are happy with the whole of Reagan's policy. We say all of it--includ- 
ing the absurd idea that all the independence and liberation movements stirring the Third 
World must be considered the work of so-called “international terrorism." This idea leads 
the U.S. administration directly to support and encourage the most wicked dictatorships-- 
from South Korea to <l Salvador and Chile. And the parties of the majority are also happy 
about the aim to ssert U.S. military supremacy, as announced by Reagan, thus contradicting 
the principle of the balance of forces, which is one of the cornerstones of the detente 


policy. 


In this connection, Berlinguer added, yesterday we read a statement made by PRI Secretary 
Spadolini in the United States, following a meeting with Vice President Bush. He claimed 
that the United States is planning to ask Italy and the other European countries for new 
rearmament commitments, apart from the deployment of the Euromissiles, and that it is 
planning to ask us to adhere to what Spadolini calls simply a “political framework.” 


What does it mean? A commitment to show solidarity with the United States when it sends 
weapons and “advisers” to the Salvadoran junta? Or a commitment to support it in possible 
future military actions in areas outside the borders envisaged by the Atlantic pact? 
Spadolini does not say; but he expresses no reservations and makes no hint of even the 
slightest criticisn. 


Berlinguer added emphatically: The Italian people are entitled to know what is being 
asked of our country and to demand that our government elucidate. Im any case, it must 
know that the Italian people do not want to be dragged into any adventures. 
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So the leaders of the other parties are not qualified to lecture us Italian Communists 
on independence, because we, unlike them, clearly present our autonomous stances whether 
we are addressing the United States, whether we are in Moscow (as we did recently on the 
occasion of the CPSU Congress) or whether we are speaking in Beijing. And we do so 
calmly and steadfastly, on the basis of reflections formulated entirely freely and in- 
dependently, always taking into account what we consider the positive elements in other 
parties’ proposals, as we did with Brezhnev's proposals concerning a moratorium on 
medium-range missiles. 


When we criticized the Soviet military intervention in Afghanistan, the PCI secretary 
general continued, it was certainly not to please our adversaries but because we are 
thoroughly convinced that the independence and sovereignty of every people are an in- 
alienable principle for socialism and that every violation of this principle, under 
present world conditions conflicts with the cause of detente. 


This was also the case with the stances that we adopted on Poland, where events have 
shown the need to surmount the grave phenomena of bureaucratism in the trade union and 
the party and to start a thorough regeneration, without repression and without inter- 
ferences by outside interventions, so as to safeguard and develop the social gains and 
restore democratic relations between the party and the working class, between state and 
citizens. 


Comrade Berlinguer said that all these stances of the Italiar Communists are part of a 
general line aimed at a socialist transformation in the West. This transformation in- 
volves transcending both the experiments in socialism hitherto realized and the social 
democratic experiments. This is the task facing the West European workers’ movement — 
a task that can only be performed if it builds its unity on new foundations. 


This is not a stance that can be labelled--as some oversimplifiers persist in doing--as 
revisionist or opportunistic. Ours is an enormous effort of innovation, which is 
absolutely indispensable, if our aims extend beyond mere propaganda or rhetoric about 
socialism and if we want to carry out a real task of changing revolutionary ideas and 
practice; if, in view of the decline of mythical views of both socialism and capitalism, 
we want to offer a valid reference voint for so many energies that are aspiring to change 
and above all, Berlinguer said, for so many young people who are rejecting obsolete myths 
and molds overtaken by historical criticism. Those young people can, however, find a 
reason for confidence and a desire to struggle if we manage to involve their energies 
and minds--in other words, make them participate as protagonists--in the invention and 
building of a truly new kind of socialism. This demand neither stems from nor implies 
any attempt to split the workers movement, and is not directed against any party. But 
the demand for a new kind of socialism does exist, and it corresponds to a deep need of 
the working class, of the most vigorous forces of the people, women, young people and 
open-minded intellectuals; and we are sure that this path--which we call Eurocommunism-- 
is no passing fad, but the beginning of a road to the future. 


DER SPIEGEL INTERVIEWS PAJETTA ON CPSU RELATIONS 





DW111114 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in Germany 9 Mar 81 pp 122-123 


[Bernhard Mueller-Huelsebusch interview with Gian Carlo Pajetta, PCI Central Committee 
Politburo member, in the office of the PCI Presidium in Rome; date not given] 


[Text] SPIEGEL: Mr Pajetta, you headed the delegation of Italian Communists, the 
strongest communist party in the West, to the 26th CPSU Congress. But you were not 
allowed to speak before the party congress but only in a backroom. PRAVDA published 
your address with delay. Why did Moscow want to humiliate the Italians? 














VII. 13 Mar 81 L4 ITALY & THE VATICAN 


Pajetta: Humiliate? That is impossible with us. I do not feel humiliated. Sure, I 
would have preferred to speak in the Congress Hall. But the so-called Hall of Columns 
where I spoke is not a backroom. You shouldn't overvalue this affair. What is important 
is that I was in a position to report our party's opinion, without having to change 


my speech. 


SPIEGEL: Supposing you had deleted your criticism of the Soviet intervention of 
Afghanistan, would you then have been allowed to speak before the plenum of the party 
congress? 


Pajetta: The Soviets probably knew that I wouldn't chip in in this respect. Therefore, 
they didn't even try to make this deal. The text of my speech was printed by all big 
Soviet newspapers.... 


SPIEGEL: ...But with delay and only after you protested with the CPSU. 


Pajetta: Well, PRAVDA printed the text one day later. In the Bible it says on the wedding 
of Cana that the best wine is offered at the end of a meal and not at the beginning. 


SPIEGEL: But you don't want to deny, do you, that the Soviets tried to play down the 
Italian dissent on topics like Afghanistan and pluralism at the party congress? 


Pajetta: No. But we voiced our opinion clearly. I corroborated our autonomy vis-a-vis 
the CPSU, because it is a fact that there are differences between our parties, also on 
important matters. But quarrels occur in the best families. 


SPIEGEL: Haven't relations between the PCI and the Soviets deteriorated as a result of 
the incidents at the Moscow party congress? 


Pajetta: I would say: they have not improved. 
SPIEGEL: Hereby without schism? 


Pajetta: True, I could say like Goethe's Faust, regrettably I also studied theology. But 
regarding communism, theological sohpistry doesn't lead us anywhere. Heretics existed 
only in the church. And communism is not the church. Being a schismatic means to 
separate from an organization. The PCI is not a member of any international organization. 
We are also strictly against the reemergence of a leading center of the communist 
movement. 


SPIEGEL: The PCI condemns the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. It is worried about 
Moscow's pressure on Poland. It pleads for real democracy in socialism. Are there more 
things that separate your party and the CPSU, or do you still have more things in common? 


Pajetta: Just like in theology which says that the ways of the Lord are inscrutable, 
there are also many ways in socialism. This was even admitted by Brezhnev. We of the 
PCI have often said, and I can only reiterate here, that the socialism that we strive | 
for is different from that in the Soviet Union. Naturally we want to have good relations 
with Moscow. Good relations in socialism does not mean identical interests. You Germans, 
for instance, have a republic and yet you have good relations with the British monarchy. 


SPIEGEL: You said recently that when and if the PCI criticizes the Soviet Union it 
always thinks of the “necessity and possibility of renewal." Do you believe that the 
Soviet Union will also “renew” its foreign policy and renounce military intervention 
like in the CSSR and Afghanistan? 
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Pajetta: I hope so. At any rate, most of the novelties in Brezhnev's speech at the 
party congress refer to foreign policy. He talked about the balance between NATO and 
the Warsaw Pact and suggested a moratorium on missiles. Another important aspect of his 
speech are the so-caliad “confidence-building measures" including China and Japan. 


SPIEGEL: Will the Sovivts intervene in Poland militarily? 


Pajetta: The Polish comrades are confident that they will defend their autonomy. There- 
fore a military intervention is not necessary. It would be disastrous. 


SPIEGEL: In the warning letter the Soviet wrote to the PCI in December your party has 
been accused of showing “solidarity with the enemies of socialism in Poland.” This is a 
harsh reproach against a communist party. Did the CPSU reiterate these charges against 
the Italians at its Moscow party congress? 


Pajetta: No. On the other hand, we corroborated our stance in Moscow. The Poles can 
and must find a political solution of their problems. 


SPIEGEL: Spanish Communist Party chief Carrillo talked about a downright “plan” to 
eliminate Eurocommunism, not only in Spain but also elsewhere. In your view, do the 
Soviets have <uch a plan to liquidate the PCI's Eurocommunist course? 


Pajetta: I don't think so. Our course did not come about in Moscow, and it cannot be 
liquidated by Moscow. HereinlItaly, the matter only concerns the Italian Communists. 
As far as I know, nobody of them intends to change the present course. 


SPIEGEL: It seems that the leadership of the PCI does not want to break with Moscow above 
all because it has to show regard for the expressly pro-Soviet wing within the party, the 
so-called Afghans. 


Pajetta: Oh well, you know, we have various ethnic minorities in Italy, the Slovenes in 

Trieste, the French in the Aosta Valley and the Germans in southern Tyrol; by the way, I 

wished they voted more PCI in the future. I do not know of any Afghans here; I know even 
less about them having settled down in our party. 


SPIEGEL: Then let us just call the “Afghans” “comrades at the grassroots who are loyal to 
Moscow." A thorough analysis by two Bologna professors has shown that slightly over 1/3 
of the PCI members still fully approve of the Soviet invasion of the CSSR. Thirty percent 
hold the view that the invasion of Afghanistan is justified. 


Pajetta: I do not believe in these figures. The percentage of those in the PCI who 
thirk so in my view is much smaller. Following the 26th party congress in Moscow it has 
decreased further. 


SPIEGEL: But why? You yourself expressly praised Brezhnev's speech. You didn't find the 
affront of the Italian delegation that bad. 


Pajetta: The fact that Comrade Gian Carlo Pajetta was not allowed to speak in the Congress 
Ha)i has filled nobody in the Italian delegation with enthusiasm. This case quite 
certainly has not earned Moscow any sympathies. 


PAJETTA COMMENTS ON SOVIET SNUB, CPSU CONGRESS 





LD121603 Rome L'UNITA in Italian 8 Mar 81 pp 1, 18 


[Enzo Roggi interview with PCI International Affairs Department chief Gian Carlo Pajetta, 
date and place not given] 


[Text] Rome--The substance of what has been called the “snub” to the PCI delegation to 
the 26th CPSU Congress is universally known and there is nothing to add to it as far as 
the actual sequence of events is concerned. 
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The verdict on the events issued by our comrades (a verdict reached by the party director- 
ate, no less) is equally well known. Nevertheless, questions are still being asked--and 
rightly so--by observers but above all by our party members about the significance of the 
episode, about what lies behind it and about what it might mean for che future. Further - 
more, the impression prompted by the event has somewhat overshadowed the substance of the 
congress in press reports and commentaries. This is why we requested a conversation with 
Comrade Pajetta, for our readers’ benefit, taking into account also the fact that all 
party organizations have been urged to discuss the problems of the international situation 
and of our initiative in this field. 


Pajetta was keen first to confirm that though we have no intention of making a drama out 
of what happened in Moscow, we are not unaware of and do not underestimate its political 
significance. He added as follows: 


"I stated quite clearly in the Hall of Columns that there are differences and even diver- 
gences on major issues between the parties. In any case last summer, before NOVOYE VREMYA 
was published in an Italian edition, when we judged an article published by that paper to 
be discourteous and erroneous, we issued a reply but decided that the issue extended beyond 
journalistic polemics, a tit for tat. So we went to Moscow--Bufalini, Gianotti and I--and 
had more than one conversation with Comrades Kirilenko, Ponomarev, Zimyanin and Zagladin 
about disarmament problems, the proposal that we had made on moratoriums and negotiations 
on control and on ensuring a balance and subsequently reducing missiles on both sides. 
Differences emerged also in connection with the visit to China and the resumption of PCI- 
CCP relations--something which we claim not only (as was natural and which we were told 
there was no desire to challenge) was a decision that we alone were entitled to make in 
full political autonomy, but also was a useful step toward a resumption of the detente 
process, within the framework of the new internationalism,which for us constitutes a 
formulation that dates back at least as far as the Yalta memorandum and is certainly no 
improvisation or propagandist expedient." 


[Question] So the framework of the differences and divergences was perfectly well known 
to the Soviets--including our stances on the burning issues of Afghanistan and Poland. 
What else might have prompted their attitude toward our delegation? 


[Answer] We went to the CPSU Congress with a delegation concerning whose authoritative- 
ness it is not for me to speak. I would merely like to point out that we spoke as leaders 
of a party with 1.76 million members and--because of our view of the party, which Togliatti 
liked to describe as “a non-single-headed party"--we believed that this was worth much 
more than considerations of rank, and above all that it was much more important than 
setting against it--as in the case of the PCF representative--a somewhat strange and 
unusual (though formally approved of in Moscow) role of “personal spokesman.” We com- 
plained about what happened, and we did so with our customary frankness, which could not 
have surprised our interlocutors, who have known us for a long time. We complained about 
the snub, which had some petty aspects which I would really rather not discuss and from 
which our party is not the one to emerge in an unfavorable light; but we are even sorrier 
that ripostes or formal excuses which failed to convince us took the place of a real 
interest in pursuing and extending a political debate at what is such a grave moment. 


[Question] It is not clear what the Soviet comrades thought they could gain from refusing 
to let us speak at the congress. 
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[Answer] I would like to say in this connection that though the official CPSU spokes- 
man, speaking at a press conference, was able to and did acknowledge that on the 
moratorium issue and on the possibility of negotiations on the nuclear balance in 
Europe Comrade Brezhnev's report expressed ideas somewhat similar to the stances adopted 
by us in Parliament and subsequently discussed in Moscow, pertaps it was not irrelevant 
that we were not able to say this in the Congress Hall. 


I believe that our interest in acknowledging the fact that Brethnev's report--as I stated 
verbatim in the Hall of Columns--"has prompted a broad responsi and new hope of peace in 
the world” might have carried particular weight. I say particular weight not only because 
of what we represent in our own country but precisely because, being accompanied by the 
explicit reference to the existence of divergences and by clear statements on Afghanistan 
and Poland (on which others said nothing or expressed opposite stances), our convergence 
did not stem from a ritual alignment cegarded as obligatory or even emphasized by rhetorical 
devices. This is why I have no personal reason to regret having had to speak in another 
hall, bearing in mind that I was unwilling to pay for any kind of political entrance ticket 
to gain access to the congress rostrum. But I cannot conceal my concern at the fact that 
other matters which I, and we, consider absurd and incomprehensible are still being given 
priority ovei matters of substance. 


[Question] %rezhnev devoted a large part of his report to the very issue of the CPSU's 
relations wicn the other communist parties. 


[Answer] We listened with great interest to Brezhnev's report, which we still assess 
positively, even after what has happened, since we are not accustomed to evaluating 
political matters with the yardstick of spite. I must tell you that I personally was 
struck by the part concerning the variety of paths to socialism and within socialisa, 

as it can be implemented, within the growing complexity of a movement that is becoming 
increasingly extensive and which is faced with national variations, historical traditions 
and social structures which are sometimes extremely disparate. Furthermore, there was 
mention, both in the report and in the debate, of the need for practical testing. It 
seemed to me, therefore, that those who talk about “heresies” and “splits” might appear 
ridiculous as a result, since there was no proclamation of the existence of any universal 
church or unchanging doctrine that ignores the evolution of historical processes. I 
believe that the important things said in this regard must not be forgotten. Perhaps 
(though I do not want to appear immodest) if what we believe had been said at the congress, 
all those points made by Brezhnev would have seemed more credible. 


[Question] So is your overall verdict on Brezhnev's report a positive one? 


[Answer] Yes, though the congress does not consist only of the report or even of the 

conclusions, among which I would like to point to the following realistic and definitely 

important statement: "We have discussed the things that have filled us with joy but also 
. the things which continue to grieve us." 


[Question] Do you mean that you did not consider the speeches equally satisfactory? 


[Answer] I followed all the proceedings and gained the impression that the most advanced 
ideas, the overtures and criticisms were contained essentially in the report, whereas 
almost all the speeches failed to take the opportunity of using these overtures, lent 
insufficient substance to the tone of self-criticism, and failed to respond adequately 
to the worries expressed by the party secretary. 


[Question] Would you care to sive me an indicative example in this regard? 
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[Answer] Yes, let us take a topic concerning international issues. Brezhnev was tough 
but restrained with regard to China; he recalled the new Chinese leaders’ assessment of 
the Cultural Revolution as a period when “feudalism and fascism combined,” and he said 
that he had nothing to add to this assessment. This assertion contained an element of 
sarcasm--accompanied, however, by an acknowledgement of the changes in Chinese domestic 
policy. As for Beijing's foreign policy, Brezhnev had harsh words to say, but he added 
that “unfortunately” no positive change is yet apparent. 


I regard that “unfortunately” as not insignificant. More important still, and quite 
explicit, was the proposal (though no reference was made to China's territorial claims) 
to extend to Asia, therefore to China and Japan, what in diplomatic jargon are called 
“confidence-building measures”, that is, agreements on conveying information about the 
deployment and movement of troops and the deployment of new weapons along borders. Not 
many speeches centered on the Chinese question, and the few that did (whether by Soviet 
delegates or by foreign guests) seemed to have been written before the report, without 
taking it in to account, with anachronistic--if nothing else--references to "Maois=.” 


[Question] What about the debate on matters of political and social life within the USSR? 


[Answer] I believe it is difficult to describe as specific the statements heard about 
things going better and better or exhortations to or promises of greater efforts, which 
failed to deal critically with even the problems of structures that are merely technical. 
We would have liked to hear references not only to productivity competitions and various 
other kinds of incentives, but also to what we call participation in economic, social 
and political life. I did not expect proposals for institutional changes, but a concern 
with the specific aspects of institutional issues and with how to make the existing 
organizations’ democratic life work, and even--why not?--some proposals for something 
new. I would have found this extremely interesting. 


[Question] What impression did you form of the new 5-year plan presented in Tikhonov's 
report? 


[Answer] This report too seemed to us both interesting and realistic. I do not want to 
belittle the image of a great industrial country and of its opportunities for development. 
It is more important to point to the most representative decisions of the next phase--for 
agriculture, which is still a principal problem and in which there are still many intract- 
able difficulties; for energy, with regard to which a very great deal is being done; for 
housing, with regard to which I believe that the situation is not comparable to what it 
was even 10 years ago; and for transport, which is regarded not simply as an isolated 
issue but as a structural element of development as a whole. Here too the difficulties 
were indicated. 


[Question] I do not believe that these relations should be assessed in terms of mono- 
lithism, or even of organization, and I have already said that Brezhnev's report did not 
portray them like that at all. But I do believe that it was highly significant that 
there were representatives of such a great number not only of communist parties (some 
of which, unfortunately, are not very representative), but also of liberation movements 
and statesmen from so many parts of the Third World. 
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I wish to emphasize this great variety of representatives particularly to those who 
want us to resolve--in a grotesquely simplistic manner--the problem of relations within 
this complex world reality, or who are demanding that we make “breaks” with a party 
which is important not only because it was the party of Lenin and of the October 
Revolution but because of what it is now and which so many political furces in so many 
countries regard as an essential factor in a possible new world order. Brezhnev dis- 
cussed the nonaligned countries, many of which were represented there: this was a topic 
which we were keen r= point to and to emphasize--albeit briefly--and which perhaps too 
many people unfortunately did not find the time to include in their speeches, even when 
discussing world politics. 


[Question] Great emphasis was given to the question of Soviet-U.S. relations, though 
with some surprises. 


[Answer] Indeed. As soon as we arrived we met for a few minutes with Italian journal- 
ists in Moscow. The only thing about which they seemed certain--and about which I 
believe one of them had already written--was that Brezhnev would respond to the rigidity 
and certain threats on Reagan's part in similar tones and even threateningly. Not only 
was there none of this, but precisely the opposite happened. I caw that this was noted 
not only with interest but also with a kind of sigh of relief throughout the world. We 
shall see how the United States replies. Of course, the USSR, while pointing to its 
own might, has not slammed the door in anyone's face and has not forgotten the policy 
of coexistence. Even over Afghanistan it has declared its willingness to negotiate 
with the sides involved and, though others believe that these negotiations should embrace 
the problems of the Persian Gulf, it has not considered this an insurmountable obstacle. 
The steadfastness on the Middle East issue has been accompanied by cautious realism. 


[Question] What about relations with Western Europe? 


[Answer] With regard to Europe, starting with Italy, which was listed among the countries 
with which good state relations exist, it seemed clear to me, not only at the congress 
but also in conversations, that there is a real desire for good relations--and not only 
economic ones. I would say that I found nothing that conflicted with the need for and 
opportuneness of a specific role for Europe at the present time, though I do not want 

to attribute explicit statements to anyone in this regard. Some observers spoke hastily 
of the temptation of a return to Moscow-Washington bipolarism. I hope that they will 

be disproved, as happened with those who thought they should write about a clash of 

swords (or rather missiles) at the congress. 


[Question] Did you meet with representatives of other parties during your visit? 


[Answer] Yes, of course. I will not give you a complete list of them--not for reasons 
of secrecy but because we had many meetings, in one form and another. Of course, not 
everyone with whom we met thinks as we do in everything: this lends strength to our 
argument that only through acknowledgement of and respect for diversity is it possible 
to establish relations on an equal footing and to safeguard one's own autonomy. But I 
did gain the impression that everyone respects us because of our strength and consistency 
and also because we are seeking something new and making great efforts. Only fools 
could believe that we were excluded from the congress. I believe that everyone realized 
that we were there. Perhaps some instances of clumsiness by others merely served to 
underline our presence and our specificity. 
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IRAQI FOREIGN MINISTER ON BILATERAL CCOPERATION 





LD122218 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1930 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Excerpts] iraqi Foreign Minister Sa'dun Hammadi, who arrived in Lisbon yesterday after- 
noon for a 2-day official visit to Portugal, is currently discussing bilateral relations 
between Portugal and Iraq and a number o; unspecified political issues. 





Cultural, scientific and technological cooperation, as well as oil deliveries to Portugal, 
are some of the topics being discussed between Sa'dun Hammadi and the Portuguese authorities, 
namely the president of the republic, the prime minister, the minister of foreign affairs 
and the minister of industry and technology. 


Today the Iraqi foreign minister met Prime Minister Pinto Balsemao and Foreign Minister 
Andre Goncalves Pereira, and paid a visit to the Calouste Gulbenkian Foundation, the 
Setenave shipyards and the site where the Lisbon mosque is being built. 


Tonight, Industry Minister Baiao Horta will be hosting a dinner in honor of the Iraqi 
diplomat, who will be received by the president of the republic tomorrow and will then be 
the guest of honor at a luncheon hosted by Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs Leonardo 
Mathias. The Iraqi foreign minister will then give a news conference, after which he 
will return to Iraq. 


Meanwhile, in statements to the Portuguese news agency, ANOP, Sa'dun Hammadi said that 
peace with Iran cannot be achieved in the very short term because if this happened it 
will not last long. In our view, he added, peace in the Middle East cannot be achieved 
before Israeli withdrawal from the occupied Arab territories and Jerusalem and before 
Israeli recognition of the Palestinian people's right to return to their homeland and 
establish an independent state of their own. 


The Iraqi foreign minister further said that Portugal's relations with the Arab countries 
and Israel were touched upon in his talks with the Portuguese authorities, adding however, 
that Iraq does not wish to bring any pressures to bear on our country in this connection. 


As regards trade relations he said that although he did not come to sign any agreement on 
sales of Iraqi oil to Portugal, his country is prepared to increase, within its powers, 
oil exports to Portugal. 


BRIEFS 


NEW ARMED FORCES LEADER--President Ramalho Eanes formally handed over the duties of chief 
of staff of the armed forces to four-star General Nuno Melo Egidio, a 58-year-old infantry 
officer who has for the last 2 years been governor of Macao. As the holder of the highest 
office in the country's military hierarchy, the new chief of staff also becomes General 
Ramalho Eanes’ ex-officio successor as chairman of the Council of the Revolution. 

[Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1100 GMT 5 Mar 81 LD] 
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LIBYAN GOVERNMENT CLARIFIES STATEMENTS ON ETA 





LD121740 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1700 GMT 12 Mar 81 
[Text] The Diplomatic Information Office has issued the following communique: 


Following the communique issued on 10 March concerning the alleged statement by Colonel 
al-Qadhdhafi to an Italian radio station expressing understanding for ETA [Basque Fatherland 
and Liberty Group], the Spanist ambassador in Tripoli has been in contact with the Libyan 
authorities, from whom he hes received a satisfactory c'arification. 


The official news agency JANA has also reported on the Libyan leader's statement, stressing 
that he condemns all forms of terrorism, he does not share ETA’s stance, and he maintains 
that the Basque question is an internal matter of Spain whose territorial unity he supports. 
It has also been ascertained that the text of the original statement to the Italian radio 
Station does not contain any expression of sympathy for “TA as was reportedly initially 


by a news agency. 
SOVIET ATTACHE DECLARED PERSONA NON CRATA 








LDO72034 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GMT 7 Mar 81 


[Text] The Soviet diplomat who was yesterday declared persona non grata by the Spanish 
Government has already returned home. 


It was confirmed this a ternoon by the Supreme Police Corps that the attache of the Soviet 
Embassy in Spain, (Vladi ir Llich Yefremenkov), who was declared persona non grata yesterday 
by the Council of Ministe: and told to leave Spain within 24 hours for activities contrary 
to the security of state, 1 ft Madrid this morning on an Aeroflot flight. 


According to the same source, ‘r (Yefremenkov) has returned to Moscow with his wife, 

a child and 300 kg of luggage. Added to this report, the Aeroflot aircraft carrying 

the Soviet official and his family did not make a stopover in Luxembourg, as is customary, 
but flew directly from Madrid to Moscow. 


According to informed sources, (Vladimir Ilich(Yefremenkov) worked for his country's 
espionage service, the KCB, and collected information on the structure ani activities of 
the Spanish military intelligence services. 


The Soviet attache in Madrid, whose expulsion, it has been said, was decided upon before 
the attempted coup d‘etat, is the third Russian official to be expelled from Spain in 
recent times. 


With regard to the expulsion order on the Soviet attache in Madrid, completely reliable 
sources have told EUROPA PRESS that the proof obtained by the Spanish authorities which 
prompted his expulsion was obtained by the Supreme Defense Intelligence Center. Th 
sources have been following (Yefremenkov's) movements for some time. His activities gave 
rise to suspicion because they did not correspond to the post which he held at the Soviet 
Embassy in Madrid. This surveillance has been going on for several months. When it was 
thought that the evidence obtained was conclusive it was decided to expel him from the 
country. 


(Vladimir Llich Yefremenkov) was implicated in an operation in which, according to a 

report from EUROPA PRESS, a journalist from the Soviet APN agency, (Yuriy Goroviyanchenkov) 
was also involved. (Yuriy Goroviyanchenkov) left Spain on his own initiative some weeks 
ago and, according to these sources, he or his superiors believed that he had been exposed 
and decided that he should disappear from Spain. 
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With regard to (Yefremenkov), the circles which have provided this information to EUROPA 
PRESS have said that he had illegally obtained information on Spanish political parties 
and on figures in Spanish public life. 


Other Soviet citizens residing in Spain are thought to be involved in this operation and 
their activity is being investigated. 


PCE’S CARRILLO CITES DANCERS FACING DEMOCRACY 





LD121631 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 6 Mar 81 p 12 
, “oaquina Prades interview with PCE Secretary General Santiago Carrillo] 


[Text] [Question] As Communist secretary general are you afraid for Spanish democracy 
at present’? 


Answer: I fear for and have always feared for our democracy, ever since the outset. On 
8 November 1978--you will agree that a great deal of time has passed since then--I de- 
livered a speech to the Cortes in which I said as follows: “I would say that the most 
serious factor of destabilization in this country is the democratic political forces’ 
inability to unite in government action while the democracy is consolidated.” The par- 
liamentary report notes “laughter": Yes, they laughed because they said that I was still 
harping on the same point; but I added in my speech: “The deputies who are laughing give 
me the impression that in this house they are acting as if they were in a vacuum, unaware 
of what is happening in Spain.” What I mean is that those remarks of mine somewhat fore- 
shadowed what was to happen, what »izat have happened at any time, because it was very 
clear to me that the danger existed. I do not need to see a green light to realize 

that there was a red light, because the red light can be anticipated as soon as the amber 
light appears, and of course the amber light had been visible for some time, right in front 
of us. I therefore believe that the failure to notice it was one of the major errors made 
by the Spanish political forces. Of course there now appears to be some desire to remedy 
this error: There is talk of a coalition government. 


Question: Do you believe that the coalition government which you, the Spanish Socialist 
Workers Party and certain sectors of the UCD [Union of the Dkwocratic Center] and the 
democratic coalition are calling for will be in time, assuming that it is formed? 


Answer: I believe that if it is formed it will have arrived at the eleventh hour. If 
such a government with a broad basis of parliamentary support had been formed when we said, 
things would probably have developed very differently in this country; but, albeit at 

the eleventh hour, I still believe that it is the only solution to this situation, because 
if the UCD government was weak under Suarez, who had a strong personality, how could it 
fail to be even weaker under Calvo-Sotelo, who, barring surprises, does not seem to have 
the determination and boldness that Suarez sometimes showed? 


Question: You have already said many times that the PCE was not asking to be physically 
represented in this hypothetical coalition government and to take part in drafting an 
action plan agreed among all the forces. In the PCE's opinion, on what bases should such 
4 program be drawn up?’ 


Answer: There are four basic points including the democratization of the state and the 
organization of the state based on autonomies. In this connection I believe there must 
be an agreement among all the political forces and, above all, that it is necessary to 
surmount certain forms which the autonomy movement has adopted in some cases, making it 
seem more like a challenge to Spain itself than to the centralized state. 
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It is very necessary to make it quite clear once and for all that the autonomies are 
within Spain and with Spain and that they do not imply disintegration of disunity, but 
the strengthening of the state--and the same applies to the flag, the Spanish flag is 
everyone's flag and must be flown at all the forums of the regions or nationalities together 
with the local flag, because the autonomies must advance with the awareness that Spain 
belongs to everyone and [the autonomies] are simply a means for strengthening the idea 
of the shared homeland of all Spanish people. The topic of the autonomies gust be handled 
very carefully. The other points on the program, which I mentioned before, are, on the 
one hand, unemployment and the economic crisis: I believe that a government which wants 
to generate hope must not hesitate to give priority to the unemployment problem even if 
this implies incurring certain debts--Spain is not at present one of the most indebted 
countries--and even if--and I say this entirely responsibly--this implies a degree of 
controlled inflation. Wor would a fall in inflation serve any purpose if at the same 
time Spain were to become what the president of Banesto, Mr Aguirre, has called “an 
economic corpse.” There is one more, very important, topic. It is terrorism: It must 
be thoroughly combated, with all our strength. 


"If the Army Enters the Basque Country It Will Never Be Able To Leave” 
Question: How, Mr Carrillo? 


Answer: How? By placing at the head of the police force, democrats who will examine 

the experience of the antiterrorist struggle in other countries--one of which could be 
Italy--providing it with more efficient technical means, and at the same time by developing 
Basque autonomy within the limits established by the constitution, but without fear. I 
believe that this is the only way to put an end to terrorisa. 


Question: So I assume that you reject any military intervention in the Basque country 
aod the declaration of a state of emergency. 


Answer: Of course; definitely. Look, if the army enters the Basque country it will no 
longer be able to leave, because if it left, the situation would be much more difficult 
than it is now. I believe that those who talk about taking the army into the Basque 
country have no idea of the situation or of the root of the problem. Wow it would be 
a different matter if at some time a proposal were made that the terrorist groups should 
not have a iegal counterpart. I believe that we would be well-disposed toward such a 


proposal. 


Question: Are you saying that you would be in favor of outlawing Nerri Batasuna, Buskadiko 
Ezkerra and Fuerza Neuva? 


Answer: Yes, though I would not include Buskadiko Ezkerra because, though it has had 
contacts with Basque Homeland and Liberty's Politico Military wing, it has sow abandoned 
the armed struggle. 

Question: Would you also be in favor of closing down their publications? 


Answer: Yes, yes, of course. 


Question’ Do you believe that the Basque Nationalist Party [PNV] is really aware of the 
gravity of the present political situation?’ 





VII. 13 Mar 81 14 SPALN 


Ansver: I believe that there is clearly a Basque situation which is developing quite 
independently of the Spanish situation. But bearing in mind that any process of autonomy 
or freedoms in the Basque country is impossible without Spain, the PNV should show more 
responsibility in matters of state. For instance, some things are difficult to under- 
stand, such as Marcos Cizcaya’s speech at the investitute debate, which was very rightist, 
whereas his policy in the Baaque country is entirely different. Well, PNV must make up 
its mind one day. You cannot be a governing party in Madrid and a party that does not 
know wha: it is doing in the Basque country. Until a party as important as the PNV 
adopts a responsible and consistent attitude, the advocates of the state of emergency 

and of intervention by the armed forces will increase every <.\y. 


Question: Returning to the topic of the coalition government: How do you believe that 
the army would view such an executive which would include Socialists too? 


Answer: I believe that if the army sees political results, the army will be reassured 
by this government. The problem is this--that actions should be taken to show that 
Spain is being governed. 


Question: Nevertheless, it seems that the UCD is determined to continue governing alone. 


Ansver: It does seem so, and this could well be described as a serious historical 
irresponsibility. It is already a serious matter that a government with a broad basis 
of parliamentary support has not yet been formed. But if after everything that has 
happened they continue to prevent it, it must be said that the UCD, which once played 

a positive role during the transition, has become the principal obstacle to the develop- 
ment of democracy in Spain. 


A Soldier Cannot Be Tried For His Ideas 


Question: So do you believe that if the UCD insists on a single-party government and 
terrorism continues to hit democracy, there could be another military coup, which some 
people believe might be the final one? 


Ansver: Well, nothing in this world is final and if there were another military coup 

in a few years’ time, somebody would organize a countercoup. Now I have never deluded 
myself that the real power is in parliament. If the government continues to be a 

minority UCD government, it will continue to oscillate among the country's various powers 
and to make concessions to whoever holds the decisive means. Consequently we might find 
the failed coup being followed by the kind of policy basically envisaged by the putschists. 


Question: To what extent would you be in favor of a purge in the armed forces? 


Answer: I believe that those res »onsible for and those who were involved in the coup 
d‘etat must be punished with all the severity of the law, since they have a direct 
responsibility for which they must pay. But I am convinced that the vast majority of 
the army had ncthing to do with it and obviously it is not a matter of trying a soldier 
for holding certain ideas. 


Question: Would you have returned to exile if the coup d'etat had succeeded? 


Answer: Oh, no, not that. I have thought a great deal about this and I would remain in 
Spain, in clandestinity, as long as I could remain in hiding; and after that God knows, 
but I will not go into exile again. Wo, definitely not. 
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— 
BERLINCSKE TIDENDE EDITORIAL ON EL SALVADOR 





LD121007 Copenhagen BERLINCSKE TIDENDE in Danish 8 Mar 81 part 1 p 12 
{[Editorial: "El Salvador”) 


(Text) With the clarity of vision typical of attitudes to political events taking place 
at a great and comfortable distance from one's own more pressing problems, President 
Reagan's Latin American policy and his support for the government in El Salvador have 
been interpreted by circles in West Europe and elsewhere as a dangerous example of U.S. 
nilitarise. 


This preoccupation with events in El Salvador has a tragic background. Fighting between 
government forces and guerrilla units from the extreme left--supported by the Soviet 
Union and Cuba--and from the extreme right last year cost almost 15,000 people their 
lives. The regime in El Salvador is not a democratic government, but the country’s 
president does, however, represent forces attempting to prevent power in the country 
from being taken over by one of the warring extremist wings. He and his government are 
obviously only able to remain in power with the help of the armed forces--by no means an 
unusual situation in Latin America--and these contain strongly rightwing forces, opposed 
to reforms, which may still be planning to usurp power in a coup. 


In this complicated and dangerous situation President Reagan has decided to send another 
score of military advisers to the country, together with arms aid worth $25 million, in 
the hope of strengthening the president and his government. This move undoubtedly shows 
a willingness to confront more resolutely the Castro-supported guerrilas in a number of 
Latin American states, especially in Central America--the United States backyard, as 


Ronald Reagan puts it. 


The El Salvador Government has promised to hold elections next year, and the Catholic 
Church has recently clearly dissociated itself from the conduct of the leftwing, and 
this could help to shore up the government. 


Massive U.S. military involvement, to say nothing of open U.S. military intervention-- 
something which Reagan himself has ruled out, however--would undoubtedly swiftly worsen 
an already critical situation. A purely military solution, ignoring well-founded hopes 
for social reforms, would in the longer term increase the danger of the appearance of 
yet another communist dictatorship in Latin America. 


However, Washington does not need the Europeans’ advice about this. Annoyance over the 
U.S. involvement in El Salvador would benefit from being turned into a subtler under- 
standing of the complicated conditions in a state torn by civil war and of the external 
forces which are trying to take advantage of this. 
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MINISTERS: NO COMMENT ON LIBYAN TRAINING CAMPS 





LD112106 Stockholm Domestic Service in Swedish 1700 GtT 11 Mar 61 


[Summary] “Today the paper revealed a new document in the Telub affair which 
has caused a scandal. The document is a letter from Swedish Ambassador to Libya Bengt 
Holmquist, dated as early as 11 January 1978 and addressed to the departmental counsellor 
at the Foreign Ministry, Carl-Johan Groth. In the letter, Holeaquist says among other 
things that the state-owned Telub had started talks on a 4-year course on sissile tech- 
nology in Sweden for Libyan soldiers. Holmquist also gave a warning in his letter of 
this training.” 


The letter went to 12 high-ranking officials within the Foreign Ministry, the Defense 
Ministry and the Trade Ministry, including the closest aide of the then defense sinister 
Karin Soder, Under Secretary of State Leif Leifland. as well as the Secretaries of State 
of Trade Minister Staffan Burenstam-Linder and Defense Minister Eric Kronmark. The 
letter says that as early as December 1977 Telub started talks on a course in Sweden for 
young Libyan officers in radar and missile technology. The course might last several 
years. The ambassador warns of this course and writes: 


The idea of Libyan military training camps in Sweden causes one a certain political 
discomfort. And he goes on to say: It cannot be ignored that awkward questions may be 
asked both inside and outside Sweden. The ambassador refers to the fact that the United 
States had already shown interest and had asked questions about Swedish deliveries to 
the Libyan Armed Forces. 


“But the responsible ministers, Karin Soder and Staffan Burenstam-Linder, both say 
through their press secretaries today that they de not wish to comment any further on 
the affair until the investigation into the whole Telub affair, carried out by the 
special investigator appointed by the government, former chairman of the supreme 
administrative court, Carl Aabjornseson, is concluded.” 


The Rikedag constitutional committee is also investigating the action of the ministers 
in the Telub affair. 


"In the EXPRESSEN interview, Trade Minister Staffan Burenstam-Linder maintains, however, 
that it was 4 complete surprise to him that the training contained military elements, 
when this was disclosed as late as January this year.” 


Karin Soder and Burenstam-Linder do not wish to comment on whether their aides informed 
them of the ambassador's letter, but letters of this nature are usually brought to the 
notice of the ministers responsible. It may be that none of the high-ranking officials 
who learned of the letter felt directly responsible. 





VII. 13 Mar 81 UNITED KINGDOM Ql 


DAILY TELEGRAPH CAUTIONS ON U.S. BASES IN MIDEAST 





LD101343 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 10 Mar 81 p 18 
[Editorial: “Defending the Gulf"] 


[Text] President Reagan's senior officials are continuing to lay much stress on the need 
to build up resistance in the Middle East and Persian Gulf regions against the threat 

of Soviet penetration and exploitation. This was the background for the announcement 
over the weekend that Saudi Arabia is to get additional sophisticated equipment-—- 
Sidewinder missiles and bigger fuel tanks for the 60 F-15 fighters already on order. 
When President Carter authorised the original sale of the F-15s in May, 1978 he withheld 
the extra equipment, which the Saudis had asked for, on the grounds that it could be a 
threat to Israel. In announcing the decision to go ahead and supply it now, the State 
Department said this was because “circumstances in the region have changed dramatically." 
It instanced the Russian invasion of Afghanistan, the Iranian revolution and the Soviet 
presence in South Yemen and Ethiopia. 


Washington has also announced its intention to promote a large-scale programme for mili- 
tary cooperation, in terms of supplying military hardware, with a number of countries 

in the region in addition to Saudi Arabia and Israel. It will runtoabout $6 or $7 
billion and would take in Turkey, Egypt, Jordan and some of the Gulf states. Then on 
Sunday, in a television interview, the defence secretary, Mr Weinberger, made it clear 
that America would also be seeking bases, possibly in Saudi Arabia and Egypt, in which 
to station American troops. This would be in addition to storage and other facilities 
already negotiated by the Carter administration in Somalia, Oman and Kenya. 


One of the aims of all this extra emphasis being laid on strengthening countries in the 
region is to give those countries more faith in American determination to oppose Soviet 
expansion. As part of the effort, the Reagan administration has been playing down the 
relative importance of the Arab-Israeli conflict. This is a line which Mr Begin's 
government in Israel has also been actively promoting. Look at the chaos and instability 
of the Arab countries on matters which have nothing to do with Israel or the Palestinians, 
they say. That, and the threat from Russia, is what matters. There is some truth in 
this but not the whole truth. One has only to imagine how utterly the scene would be 
changed if Israel could conclude peace agreements with Jordan and Saudi Arabia on the 
lines of the one with Egypt to see this. 


As for America establishing bases in the region, the most charitable thing that can be 
said at this stage is that it is an idea that should be approached with extreme caution, 
if at all. Britain's history has plenty of lessons on that. A Western military "pre- 
sence” in some form is certainly needed and Mrs Thatcher is right to support the idea. 
But a presence need not mean bases. One Iran is surely enough for the time being. 
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KIPRIANOU MEETS WITH CUBAN FOREICN MINISTER 





NC121412 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1130 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Text] Cuban Foreign Minister Isidoro Malmierca, who has begun a 3-day official visit 
to Cyprus at Foreign Minister Rolandhis' invitation, was received by President Kiprianou 
this morning. The Cuban foreign minister was accompanied by Rolandhis and Cuban Ambassador 


to Cyprus Rodriguez. 


Following the meeting, President Kiprianou described his discussion with Malmierca as very 
interesting, and said that he conveyed to Cuban President Fidel Castro the warm greetings 
and gratitude of himself and the Cypriot people for Cuba's consistent support in Cyrpus' 
struggle for freedom and justice. Kiprianou taen said that with Malmierca they concluded 
that the Nonaligned Movement can play a still greater role in pursuit of international 
detente and the securing of conditions of permanent peace through the peaceful solution 
of international problems. 


On the Cypriot issue, President Kiprianou said that the present situation and developments 
were discussed--or rather, as he stressed, the absence of developments--and this is owing 
specifically to Turkish intransigence. He also said that the future role of the Nonaligned 
Movement in attempting to resolve the Cypriot issue was discussed, and stressed that both 
sides will be in contact. 


In conclusion, President Kiprianou said that on both sides there is a willingness to 
develop to the greatest degree the existing friendly relations and cooperation between 
Cyprus and Cuba, and that he is very satisfied with the talks he had with the Cuban foreign 
minister. 


For his part, the Cuban foreign minister stated that he briefed President Kiprianou on the 
Cuban assessment of the international situation and, more specifically, on the situation 
in Central America and the Caribbean. He said: We also enchanged views on the Nonaligned 
Movement's efforts in finding a peaceful and honorable solution to the Iran-Iraq dispute. 
Once again we have confirmed the broad agreement in the views of our governments on the 
international situation, something that makes us happy. 


Malmierca added: We have conveyed to President Kiprianou the brotherly and friendly 
greetings of President Fidel Castro and we were briefed on your assessment of the Cypriot 
people's efforts to guarantee their unity, territorial integrity, freedom and justice. 

As always, we expressed the solidarity of the people and Government of Cuba to the Cypriot 


people. 


Before his meeting with the president of the republic, Malmierca met with Rolandhis, with 
whom he later had discussions on issues pertaining to the Nonaligned Movement and 
international and bilateral issues. 


The Cuban official also met this morning with lIoannidhis, the representative of the Greek 
Cypriot side in the intercommunal talks. 


Rolandhis, Malmierca Meeting 
NC122127 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1500 GMT 12 Mar 81 
[From the radio newsreel] 


[Excerpts] Before his meeting with the president of the republic, Isidoro Malmierca met 
with Rolandhis, with whom he later had a second meeting. After the second meeting, 
Rolandhis made the following statement: 


[Begin recording] We made a very detailed and interesting review of various international 
issues with Mr Malmierca, especially issues that concern the nonaligned. 








VII. 13 Mar 81 R 2 CYPRUS 


As is well known, during the current 3-year period Cuba is chairing the Nonaligned 
Movement and Foreign Minister Malmierca has undertaken a number of missions and initia- 
tives. Perhaps the most significant initiative is conmected with the Iran-Iraq war. 

It is precisely this initiative that has brought him to our area. Before coming to 
Cyprus, Malmierca was in Geneva where he chaired a conference of the foreign ministers 
of India, Zambia and the PLO [as heard] on the Iran-Iraq issue. 


Naturally, the focal point of our talks was the Cyprus problem. Cuba's interest in our 
problem and its past solidarity with Cyprus are well known. During our talks, which 
lasted about 2 hours, we discussed various bilateral issues. I had the opportunity to 
expound in detail to Malmierca about the Cyprus problem. Malmierca, once again, reaf- 
firmed Cuba's solidarity and support for the Cyprus people's just struggle. [end record- 


ing] 
{Announcer] In addition Mr Malmierca stated: 


[Begin recording in Spanish with superimposed Greek translation] We had a very useful 
talk during which we exchanged views connected with the development of relations between 
Cyprus and Cuba as members of the Nonaligned Movement. During our talks, we once again 
ascertained the identity of views and positions that exists between Cuba and Cyprus on 
principal international problems. We also reviewed the next initiatives the Nonaligned 
Movement should undertake to implement the resolutions that were adopted during the 
Nonaligned summit conference. Specifically, we referred to the need to support the 
people of Namibia who are struggling to shed the colonialist yoke of South Africa. 

We support the countries adjacent to Namibia which are confronting armed aggression by 
Pretoria’s racist regime. 


We also ascertained an identity of views with regard to the results of the nonaligned 
foreign ministers’ conference in New Delhi. I also briefed my colleague Rolandhis on 
the results of the conference in Geneva which dealt with the review of the implementa- 
tion of the foreign ministers’ conference resolutions in New Delhi. Together with my 
colleagues from India, Zambia and the PLO in Geneva, we discussed the next steps the 
nonaligned countries should take in order to be able to contribute to a peaceful, equit- 
able and honest political solution to the dispute between Iran and Iraq, two member 
countries of the movement. 


Cyprus’ foreign minister briefed us on the situation on the island. We reaffirmed the 
Cuban people's solidarity with the Cyprus people regarding their efforts to maintain the 
island's unity and territorial integrity. We also exchanged views on expanding relations 
between Cuba and Cyprus and we agreed on the measures which will follow tomorrow's sign- 
ing of a cultural agreement. We will also expand on the protocols which will allow us 

to proceed with the implementation of the goals that have been stated in this agreement. 
We are very satisfied with the results of the talks we had today, especially with Presi- 
dent Kiprianou, our colleague Nikolaos Rolandhis and his advisers. [end recording] 


HUNGARIAN ECONOMIC DELEGATION MEETS WITH OFFICIALS 





NC121247 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1130 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Text] Today Finance Minister Avxendiou met with the members of the visiting Hungarian 
commercial delegation. At the meeting they discussed bilateral cooperation in the 
economic, technical, industrial and commercial sectors, as well as international economic 
issues. Today, the delegation also met Avraamidhis, chairman of the Cyprus Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry. 
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Cooperation Protocol 
NC122035 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1730 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Text] The work of the first meeting of the permanent Cypriot-Hungarian committee 

ended today with the signing of a protocol for cooperation in the economic, technical 

and industrial sectors. The signing of the protocol took place during a ceremony at 

the Ministry of Commerce. The protocol was signed on behalf of Cyprus by Aristidhou, 

the director general of the Office of Programming, and on behalf of Hungary by Antalpeter, 
the director general of the Ministry for Foreign Trade. 


Among other things, the protocol aims at further deepening the existing bonds of friend- 
ship between the two countries and at further strengthening and developing cooperation 
in the sectors of commerce, industry, investments, tourism, transport and agriculture. 


Speaking after the signing of the protocol, Aristidhou referred to the problems the Cyprus 
economy is encountering. Also he expressed thanks for the Hungarian Government's under- 
standing and said that the protocol will contribute to the further deepening of economic 
and other bonds between the two countries. 


Replying, Antalpeter referred to the bonds of friendship between the two countries and 
reiterated the Hungarian Government's wish for the maintenance and strengthening of the 
friendly relations between Cyprus and Hungary. 


NEW TURKISH CONDITION COMPLICATES AIRPORT ISSUE 





NC130926 Nicosia O AGON in Greek 13 Mar 81 p 1 


[Text] The new condition unexpectedly submitted by the Turks, for unofficial discussion 
between the two sides on the Nicosia airport issue at the initial stage, complicates the 
issue dangerously. The Turkish condition is for discussions to be held without advance 
commitments and that the Nicosia airport issue not be included in the talks agenda, as 
envisaged in the agreement made at the United Nations in New York. 


The new condition was expressed by the Turks during the discussions in order to evade 
linking the airport issue with the Famagusta [Varosha] issue as initially accepted by 
then. 


The Turks’ new political move, which revokes their previous stand, has created discontent 
in UN circles, but in spite of their efforts, the Turkish side insists on this condition. 


At the recommendation of the UN secretary general's special representative in Cyprus, 
Mr Gobbi, and UN special envoy Sherry, Waldheim does not intend to recommend the dis- 
cussion of the Nicosia airport issue. 


According to authoritative reports, the UN secretary general does not intend to make any 
fresh initiative to ameliorate the differences between the two sides, as this is in 
advance considered fruitless. 


FOREIGN MINISTER ROLANDHIS TO VISIT U.S., UN 





NC130832 Nicosia E‘-EVTHERI KIPROS in Greek 13 Mar 81 p 6 


[Text] Foreign Minister Rolandhis will meet with U.S. Secretary of State Haig in 
Washington on 18 May and UN Secretary General Waldheim on 19 or 20 May. Besides official 
visits to the Arab Gulf states, Rolandhis will also visit Switzerland. 
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SOVIET ENVOY CIVES BREZHNEV MESSACE TO RALLIS 





NC121355 Athens Armed Forces Radio in Greek 1200 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Text] According to press reports, a message from Mr Brezhnev was handed by Soviet Ambassador 
Kaboshkin to Prime Minister Rallis, on whom he called shortly before 1200 today at his 
political office. As is well known, Mr Brezhnev's message, which has been handed to U.S. 
President Reagan and to various European leaders, includes the resolutions of the 26th 
Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. 


USSR DEPUTY MINISTER ARRIVES TO VISIT POWER SITES 





NC121545 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 12 Mar 81 p 12 


[Text] Comrade P. Falaleyev, first deputy minister of power and electrification of the 
Soviet Union, arrived in Greece on the day before yesterday. Yesterday he visited areas 
where Soviet organizations are building power projects. During his stay in Athens he will 
have contacts with Greek Government officials with the goal of developing relations between 
the two countries in the energy field. 


MITSOTAKIS SAYS U.S. TO INCRZASE MILITARY AID 





NC121756 Paris AFP in English 1735 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Text] Paris, 12 Mar (AFP)--The United States plans to boost military aid for Creece just 
as it does for neighbor and rival Turkey, Greek Foreign Minister Konstandinos Mitsotakis 
said today. 


Mr Mitsotakis also told the diplomatic correspondents association here that he was hopeful 
that negotiations for U.S. bases in his country could be concluded before the Easter 
holiday next month. 


The minister said that the administration of U.S. President Ronald Reagan planned to give 
Greece and Turkey military aid to maintain “a certain equilibrium" of their forces. 


He expressed optimism for improvement in Greek-Turkish relations saying that there have 
been “encouraging signs which, if they are confirmed, will allow a just and reasonable 
solution.” 


Mr Mitsotakis, who met yesterday with Foreign Minister Jean Francois-Poncet, said Europe 
should not adopt a neutralist stance, but maintain a permanent dialogue with the United 
States and try to exert influence. 


On the Middle East, Mr Mitsotakis conceded that Greece's lack of diplomatic relations with 
Israel was an “anomaly” and said his country hoped to normalize ties although “it is better 
to wait for a propitious moment.” 


BRIEFS 


MERCHANT MARINE TONNAGE--The Greek merchant marine increased by 1.25 million tons during 
che 12-month period from 31 January 1980 to 31 January 1981. During the same period, 
the number of Greek merchant marine vessels dropped by 28 units. On 31 January 1981 the 
Greek merchant marine numbered 3,935 vessels with a total tonnage of 41,406,485 tons, 
compared to 3,963 vessels with a total tonnage 39,187,143 tons during the corresponding 
period of last year. [Text] [Athens Domestic Service in Greek 0500 GMT 12 Mar 81 NC] 
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CENERAL EVREN RECEIVES BREZHNEV MESSAGES FROM ENVOY 





TA121622 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1545 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Text] Ankara, 12 Mar (AA)--Head of State General Kenan Evren received today Soviet 
Ambassador to Ankara Aleksey Rodinov who presented him two messages from President 
Leonid Brezhnev of the USSR, one of them on the resolution of the 26th Congress of the 
Soviet Communist Party and the other on the 60th anniversary of the 1921 Turkish-Soviet 
Agreement. 


GOVERNMENT HOLDS STATE FUNERAL FOP SLAIN DIPLOMATS 








TA121709 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1615 GMT 12 Mar 81 


[Text] Amkara, 12 Mar (AA)--A state funeral was held here today for two Turkish 
officials slain in Paris March 4 with a ceremony in front of the prime minister's 
office and later religious services in an Ankara mosque. Those attending the funeral 
included Head of State General Kenan Evren, other National Council members, the doyen 
of the diplomatic corps, the papal nuncio and the French ambassador to Ankara. 


Turkish Labour Attache Resat Morali and religious counselor Tecelli Ari, slain by 
Armenian terrorists, will be buried in Istanbul and Izmir respectively. 


In a speech during the ceremony, Labour Minister Turfan Esener remarked that “it was in 
France, the pioneer of human rights and liberties, that this inhuman attack took place.” 
Attacks on Turkish missions abroad were being strongly condemned, he added. A colleague 
of Morali told the gathering such attacks could not deter them from serving the Turkish 
nation. 


Meanwhile, a Turkish workmen's organization sponsored a silent march to protest [french 
failure to provide sufficient protection to Turkish diplomats and to condemn Armenian 
terrorism. 


The march ended at the French Embassy where demonstrators presented Ambassador Cazimajou 
with a black wreath and two letters calling for protection of Turkish diplomats and 
punishment of the assassins. 


UN Notification 
TA121543 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1525 GMT 12 Mar 81 
[Text] Ankara, 12 Mar (AA)--Turkish permanent delegate to the United Nations, Coskun 
Kirca, formally notified U.N. Secretary Kurt Waldheim on the recent attacks on 


Turkish diplomats abroad in line with a General Assembly resolution dated December 15, 1980 
on the protection of diplomats, the Foreign Ministry announced today. 


NATIONAL COUNCIL STATEMENT ON LEGAL WORK, SECURITY 
TAL21112 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 12 Mar 81 





[Text] A statement by the National Security Council's Secretariat General says that 
legal work was effectively conducted and anarchic incidents were significantly curbed 
during the 6 months which elapsed since 12 September 1980 when the Turkish Armed 
Forces seized power in the country. 


The statement adds that during this time the council discussed and ratified 123 bills on 
various matters. Of these, 47 bills were connected with economic issues, 10 with social 
issues, 1 with a socio-economic matter, 17 with fighting terrorism and 48 with various other 
subjects. The economic committee of the council is still discussing 66 new bills. 
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The statement further says that most of the applications and complaints made to the council 
during the last 6 months were dealt with. There have been 43,812 petitions submitted to 
the council during this time. 


Of these, 33,777 have been examined and 11,039 were sent to the proper authorities for 
action. However, 6,577 petitions were not taken into consideration as they were judged 
of no significance. The rest of the epplications are still being examined by the council. 


VOTCP: TCP GREETINGS TO MEXICAN COMMUNIST CONGRESS 





TALOO950 (Clandestine) Voice of Turkish Communist Party in Turkish to Europe and Turkey 
0600 GMT 10 Mar 81 


{Turkish Communist Party Central Committee Secretary General Bilen's message to the 19th 
Congress of the Mexican Communist Party] 


{Text] Dear comrades: On behalf of all Turkish Communists and our working class, the 
Turkish Communist Party [TCP] Central Committee extends its revolutionary struggle greetings 
to the 19th Congress of the Mexican Communist Party. 


Our congress is being held at a time when U.S. imperialists and NATO's sovereign circles 
have combined their worldwide attacks against the revolutionary process in the world, the 
Soviet Union and other socialist countries and national liberation wars with their 
adventures directed against peace, international detente and disarmament. The aggressive 
moves by U.S. imperialists on the American Continent and in the Caribbean are assuming 
dimensions that are threatening the security of the people in the region. 


Your congress will discuss the economic, political and social problems of the Mexican 
people, who play an important role in the region. The TCP is very pleased that the Mexican 
Communist Party participated in elections for the first time in 33 years and became the 
third largest party in the country by struggling against anticommunism. Your party's 
moves and achievements in attaining the unity of leftist forces are forming a strong wall 
against the antiworker measures of the local obligarchy and the exploitation and pressures 
_ foreign monopolies. They are strengthening the struggle for a just international 
economic order. 


Dear comrades, the military dictatorship that seized power on 12 September 1980 eliminated 
all the democratic rights and freedoms in Turkey. Tens of thousands of democrats and 
patriots were arrested and the junta’s sharp attacks were directed against the working 
class and its organizations. U.S. imperialists want to use Turkey actively in their 
aggressive and adventurist plans for the Near and Middle East. Therefore, they are 
increasing their pressures on our country with the support of the reactionary forces inside 
and outside the junta. The TCP is struggling against all this in a bid to establish the 
unity of the widest democratic forces for peace, national independence, democracy and the 
individual interests of the workers. 


The TCP has fraternal ties with the Mexican Communist Party on the basis of common struggle 
ideals and internationalist solidarity principles. The Turkish communists believe that the 
19th Congress of the Mexican Communist Party will constitute a basis for new successes in 
the cause for peace and socialism. Long live the 19th Congress of the Mexican Communist 
Party. 


[Signed] TCP Central Committee Secretary General Bilen. 
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